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The 5 E C ON D Part 


OF THE 


INVALIDITY 


„ OB TH8 
Diffentins Miniſtry. 


==] $ uſual with Mr. Peirce, ro fer out with 


on Dr. Nells his Letter ro Mr. Peter Dowly, 
he begins with this, that he thought ir de- 


Sermon, he ſets our thus, The World is not 
concern'd in laying open the Weakneſſes of an 
| | | unknown Author, when he ſays little by way of 
Argument, but what every ordinary R:ader may ſee thro, Now tho' 
ſuch poor Pretences may ſerve to fink the Credit of his Adver- 
ſary, amongſt his prejudic'd Admirers, he can't well expect, 
they will go down with Men of good Sence. But that he mayn't 
impoſe even upon thoſe who are contented with the Appearances 
of Things: I ſhall beſtow a particular Examination rpon What 

| BE he 
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a Prologue of Prejudication; In his Remarks 


ſerv'd none. And as to my Anſwer to his 
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he has been pleas d to Reply. And that he may have no ground 
of Complaint (as tis my Unhappineſs ro have with him) with 
regard to Miſrepreſentation, I ſhall examin his Defence Para- 
graph by Paragraph. 

And, firſt, he ſays, that he is much ſurpriz'd, that they who 
thought an Anſwer adviſeable, ſhould judge that which is publiſp d 
tolerable. 1 aſſure him, when I fer about ir, I did not know 
that any Body, beſides my ſelf, thought an Anſwer adviſeable z 
mine was purely voluntary, and I adviled with no Body about 
it. We have Truth on our fide, and therefore have no Meet- 
ings that I know of, to concert Anſwers, But the Chief Mo- 
tive that induced me, was to undeceive thoſe well-meaning, 
but ignorant Diſſenters, who imagine that their Teachers do 

miniſter among them, by Chriſt's Commiſſion and Authority; and 
that therefore they may Lawfulh uſe their Miniftry, I was in- 
deed the more encouraged to this, when 1 found the Sermon 
was preached by a Perion of uncommon Abilities amongſt them, 
and therefore hoped, chat if any thing could be ſaid to the 
pur pole for a Fact, that J maintained, had neither Scripture 
nor Antiquity ro ſupport it; His Defence at leaſt would be 
Tolerable. Bur l find my ſelf diſappointed, tho' I ſtill think it 
proceeds not from any Defect in the Defender, bur that his 
Cauſe would nor bear it. But whether this be ſo or no, the 
Reader mult judge for himſelf, upon Tryal made of it. 
Mr. P. tells me, that he was at a loſs what Notion to form of 


me; he thinks my way of writing to be like the Declamations of | 


a Perſm, who had juſt leſt the Univerſity ; that I begin and fill 
up a great part of my Book with meer Haranguc inſtead of Ar- 
gument. But all this is ſaying and not proving : Had I in- 
deed harargued on his Text, and to who was to judge of their 


Q :!ifications, and authoriſe them to the Office? Anlwered, and 
thar was Timothy; The ſame commit THOU ; and after all, 


without the leaſt Intimation from Scripture, inſiſted, that others, 
norwithſtanding of the Charge, The ſame commit Thou, were 
ro join with him, and then called my Sermon Presbyterian Or- 
dination proved Regular. This indeed had been to my think- 
ing Harangue inſtead of Argument, 5 
But thele were his firſt ; by his ſecond Thoughts, he deter- 
mines that I muf? neceſſari j bave left the Univerſity long ago; ſince, 
fays Mr. P. he has forgo: the very Terms of Diſputation, and talks 
of th» Sequel of the Major in a Categorical Syllogiſm. This he 


ſtepr our of his way, tO obſerve elſewhere, VIZ. Impartial View and 2 
' Cerure, p. 11. Now after all this Trouble that he gave him- | 
ſelf, 
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ſelf, *tis pity there ſhonld be ſo little Candor in the Repre- 
ſentation? The Major was this, Now the ſame that preſided, 
the ſame alſo ordained, To ſhew the Fallacy of which, be- 
cauſe it was really a Conditional Proprſition, as to the Mat- 
ter, tho' ro conceal that, it was formed otherwiſe ; there- 
fore I reſolved it thus, allowing that Presbyters Preſided, it does 
not follow that the ſame Ordained, p. 10. and 1 all along inſiſt 
upon this View of it: And this Conſequence, which was word 
for word the ſame in the Major, I call the Sequel of his Major, 
and the Part chiefly to be proved. In reſpect to the Form I had 
reduced it to, which was evidently this, If Presbyters Preſided, 
the ſame alſo Ordained ; and which, with Mr. P's good leave, 
is the Major of a Hypothetical not Categorical Hllogiſm. This 
was obvious enough, bur it was nor for his turn, and puts me 
in mind of what the late Learned Dr. Sherlock obſerves, Pref. to 
Diſc. of Church Unity, p. 4. Thar there are ſome who don't fight 
with Mz:ns Books, but with their Reputations; and have no other 
way of Anſwering Arguments but by picking up ſome By-Sayings, 
which, with the help of an ingenious Comment, may expoſe the 
Author, and then there is ns need of anſwering his Bock, How 
far Mr. P. is concerned in this Character, his Writings will 


beſt reſtify; 1 am ar preſent to attend him, while he gives 


the Reader ſome brief View of my Performance. 
The Charge, ſays Mr. P. of a great part of the C'ergics pre- 


paricating with God and Man 1s put off, with a hope they do not 
with Man, and an Aſſurance they can't think it ſafe to preva- 


ricate with God, an emniſcient Being; and with the ſame Plauſible- 
neſs, ſays he, be might have vindicated Mr, Paul, and the reſt 
of the Rebels, when in arms at Preſton and Dumblain. Now if 
the Clergy can't be vindicated with more Plauſibleneſt, than 


thoſe who were actually in arms; will not the Law reach 


them? Let him firſt try to make good his Charge, by better 


| Proofs than his Libel carries; and then make the Compariſon. 


But the Clergy are not the only Perſons thus maliciouſly Re- 
proached; one of the moſt Celebrated Fountains of Learning in 
the World, has not eſcaped the being by him flanderoyſly reported. 

He tells me, I deny that the groſs Mielzedneſs of ſuch as pre- 


tend to be Miniſters proves them falſe Prophets in direct Oppcſi- 


tion to our Saviour. Such as pretend ro be Miniſters! J ſaid no 
ſach thing ; bare Prerences are all on his fide; it was with 
regard to the groſs Wickedneſs of ſuch as have a valid Mil- 
ſion that I ſaid, It muſt be confeſſed, thele Fruits will prove 
Men very wicked, but it will not prove them to be falſe Pro- 
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phets, by which I ſuppoſe he means Miniſters, 5. e. ſuch as have 


„Authority in the Word and Sacraments.' As J immediately ex- 


plain'd my meaning by Biſhop Burnet's Expoſition on the 26th Fr 
Article, which Article expreſly tells us, that the effect of Chriſts 


inſtitution is not taken away by their Wickedneſs. So that he im- 


peaches the Article which he himſelf has Subſcribed, if this be in ö 


direct Oppoſition, if not, he can have no excuſe for ſuch a falſe 
Suggeſtion, 

And whereas, he ſays, I query, why a great part, and not all 
thoſe: who would invalidate all their Miniſtrations; and could 
not perceive the obvious Reaſon, that he does not charge all 
with thoſe Fruits: Now the not charging all with thoſe 
Fruits is not the Point. The obvious Reaſon that I can't yer 
perceive is, why thoſe Fruits ſhould be a Warrant to the Peo- 
ple of England to beware of a great part, and not all who 
would invalidate, Thar nor being the Conſequence of thoſe 
Fruits: I told him plainly, but he takes no notice of it, Thar 
„it will only follow that we muſt beware of them, becauſe 
of thoſe Fruits; not becanſe they would invalidate. For 
if that were the Reaſon, it would reach the Good as well as 


the Bad whodo ſo, I grant his charging a great part, is a ma- 


nifeſt Exception of the reſt, but without any Reaſon that I can 


yet perceive, they being all alike guilty as to the ay 


part. To beware of Men becauſe of thoſe Fruits, is a Goſpe 


Doctrine, but to beware of Men chargd with thoſe Fruits, 
becauſe they would invalidate all Oiſſenting Miniſtrations, is a 


Doctrine peculiar to the Conventicle, or rather ro Mr. P. who has 
the beſt Claim to the Glory of the Invention, So that my charging 
bim with want of Candor and Sincerity ſtands good ſo far. 

He learnedly obſerves, lays Mr. P. that the invalidating our 
Miniſtrations is none of the Fruits mention'd by our Saviour, 
nor did I ſuggeſt it was, but inſiſted upon ſuch Crimes as 
were notorious, and omitted what might lock like a b:gging the 
thing in Queſtion, And was it not as learnedly obſerved by him 
that, our bleſſed Saviour bids his Followers, beware of thoſe falſe 
Prophets, without mentioning any thing of their Miſſion, When 


"ris ſo evident from Scripture, that ſuch falſe Prophets had _ z 


Miſſion. Falle Prophets (ſays Dr. Thitby in his Notes on the 
« place) both in the Old and New Teſtament do always fig- 


6 nify ſuch Perſons as fa ſly pretend a Commiſſion from God 


* for what they teach, or who promile or foretel things falſly 


„in his Name“ Bur did he not ſuggeſt it was in the War- 
. 3 42 75 
rand? when to our Bleſſed Saviours Words he adds, and witb- 
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8 all doubt this is Vurrant to the People of England to beware of 4 
great part of thoſe who would invalidate all our Miniſtrations. What 


ſthen is the meaning of theſe Words? is it to make it a Warrant 


and no Warrant? a Warrant without all doubt ſayͤs Mr. P. to 


„ the People of England, to beware of a great part of thoſe who 


, would invalidate. Bur I did nor ſuggeſt that this was ſpecified in 
& the Warrant“. It can therefore be no Warrant on that account. 
And ſince it was neither ſpecified in the Warrant, nor ſuggeſted 


by Mr. P. how came he to ſay, it was a warrant to beware of a 


great part of thoſe who would invalidate ? tis altogether as reaſonable 
ro pretend to take up a ſober Man, with a Warrant iſſued out 
for a Drunkard, as to plead a Warrant that has no more Relation 


to Invalidating, than Sobriery has to Drunkenneſs. 


As to his prerending that he inſiſted upon ſuch Crimes as were 
Notorious, and omitted what might lock, like a begging the thing in 
Queſtion. If his laying ſo can make ſuch Crimes notorious, he 
has effectually done it. But after all he has not omuted, whar 
might look like a begging the thing in Queſtion, For what he calls 
his undoubted Warrant to the People of England, to beware of a 


great part of thoſe who would invalidate all Diſſenting Miniſtra- 
tions, is as manifeſt a begging the thing in Queſtion as ever I 


ſaw in all my Life; and whatever he may ſuppoſe, I am per- 


{waded, that his Anſwerer, to the beſt of his Knowled 


not taken the ſame Courſe. DT 
ie next complains that I repreſent him as ſubſcribing one Do- 
s Arine, and teaching the contrary, becauſe I think he differs from 


ge, hath 


Biſhop Burnet's Expoſition of the 26th Article, and talk as tho' he 
had ſubſcribed Biſhop Burnet and not the Articles, Now I afſure 
him this was not the Becauſe. The true Reaſon that I ſaid fa 
was, becauſe the Doctrine taught by him, is contrary to the Li- 
teral and Grammatical Senſe of the Article, which he Subſcribed; 
] never talk as tho he had ſubſcribed Biſhop Burner, tho if he 
had, that had been more commendable, than his Dilperſing ſo 


many Stories of Biſhop Burnet, ſo much to the prejudice of his 
Memory. Bur is my Repreſentation a Miſtake or no ? Is not his 


openly declaring that the Crimes alledged by him, do evidently 
prove Men falſe Prophets, (i. e. if I underſtand him right, having 
no Authority in the Miniſtration of rhe Word and Sacraments) 
and teach us to beware of them, And that if ſuch Fruits are not bad 


enough to prove this, (i. e. that they have no Authority.) he cant 


| conceive what uſe our Saviours Rule can be of. Is not this I ſay to 


+ ſubſcribe one Doctrine, and teach the contrary ? The 26th Arci- 
dle is fo plain, that there is no evading of this, 


And 
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And indeed he does not attempt ir, any otherwiſe, than by this 
Bold and Falſe innuendo, p. 5. tho" if I were Guilty of ſuch Preva- 


rioation, I ſhould bave hardly expected a Church-Man ſhould reproach || 
me with it. Now thoſe Church-Men tis confeſſed muſt be as 
Guilty as he who in Subſcribing prevaricate againſt the Literal | 


and Grammatical Senſe of any Article, Where rhe Article may 
have different Senſes, and if the Words will bear them, it is Biſhop 
Burnet's opinion, that both Sides may ſubſcribs the Article, 


with a good Conſcience, and without any Equi vocation (v. Expo. 39. 


Articles p. 8.). But this is not the Caſe of the 26th Article; and 


therefore I conceive, I am under no miſtake in repreſenting Mr. P. 


as ſubſcribing one Doctrine, and teaching the Contrary, And now 
baving attended him ſo far, Paragraph by Paragraph, Let the 
impartial Reader judge, if he had any juſt Ground, to ſay, /o 
many Blunders there are in about a Page and an half of his Anſwer, 
The Blunders, if any, are owing to his unjuſt Comment on my 
Words, and therefore they are his own and nor mine, as I am 
apt to think all the reſt he hints ar would have been, had he, with- 
out waſting his time, taken Notice of them. 

But for fear of that, and wnprofitably, as he pretends, treſpaſ- 


ſing upon his Readers patience, he skips over two Pages, and ob- 


ſerves that I am ſometimes Witty, in retorting his Mords upon him, 
inſerting Comical Parentheſes to expoſe them. He ſays, I tell him, 
* his way of managing the Controverſy about Ordination has 


been what they would certainly have Choſen, who had de- 
* (ign'd to (pleaſ not) puzzle the common People (I added, both 


* Independents and Presbyterians, however oppoſite, yet his good 
« Friends) rather than inform them; ro which he anſwers, and 
this is true; I deſign'd to pleaſe them (as the making things eaſy and 


plain is the way to do it), and not puzzle them rather than inform 


th:m, Now let him make things as plain and ealy as he pleaſes, 
yet tis but a bad way of pleaſing, it they be deſtitute of Truth; 
and the two Parties as much puzzled as ever, to reconcile their 
own Principles which are fo oppoſite, by his two Sermons, I 
can't ſee therefore, how he can pertinently apply his Latin Quo- 
ration to me, for I praiſe him no otherwiſe than, Egregiam vero 
laudem & ſpilia ampia refertis, in Virgil, may be applied to him. 
He has given up the Divine Right of Presbytery, by his uſeful 
Miniſtry a Valid one; and it ſeems it was nor ſo pleaſing, for he 
tells us in the Preface to the other Sermon, was the unhappineſs 
of tha: Sermon to be miſunderſtood by ſome ; and in the other Ser- 


mon, Presbyter ian Ordination prov'd Regular, the blame of ; 
troubling the World with which, he lays upon thoſe Some : he | 
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1 
ndeavours to Refute the Congregational way from bis Text; 
pray what ſort of pleaſing is this? This is in my opinion ſo far 
from making things eaſy and plain to both Parties, that what the 
Learned Dr. Hole obſerves of him, I'm afraid will be found too 
rue, Viz, that be la bours hard to Delude the unwary Vulgar, to in- 
il the Poiſon of Errors and Diviſions, and ſeeks'not ſo much to Edi- 
e them in Sound Doctrine, as to entertain and gratify them with 
PLEASING Novelties and Varieties. v. Antidote 2d. Part p. 6. 
He quarrels, ſays Mr. P, with my Gloſs upon 2 Cor. 1. 24. I 
quarrel d with it juſtly, for the innuendo, that was given there- 
by againſt Epiſcopacy ; and do ſtill aſſert chat, as the Apr/tles had a 
a Power given them from God to Ediſication, ſo have the Biſhops 
their proper Succeſſors, whom we are to obey in all Lawful 
things, as having the Rule over us. He bas, ſays Mr. P, from 
Dr. Whitby, borrowed Theodorit's Exprfation, which as the Doctor 
bas ſet it down, is plauſible, but out of what humour I know not, he 
muſt add a little of his own to make a Contradifion of it, Now if 
borrowing from Dr. Whitby be a Crime, I'm afraid Mr. P. will 
be found equally Guilty. For his Criticiſm on grade 7% dtùròe 
p. 25th of his Sermon amounts to as much as he charges me 
with (v. Dr. Myhithy on Math. 28. 20.), But wherein have I made 
a Contradifion of it? | 6 
Why, becauſe 1 fay, The Apoſtle in this Verſe expreſiy aſſerts bis 
having Dominion. Now the reaſon why I ſaid ſo was, becauſe 
the Word in the Original, ſignifies ro exerciſe Dominion; and 
therefore I ſay, he expreſly aſſerts his having Dominion, but 
* he did not, as Theodorer expounds it, by this Threat, chal - 
* lenge to himſelf a Power to exerciſe any Dominion over 
them on the account of their Faith, as he did upon Hymeneus 
and Alexander, 1 Tim, 1,10. To this he Queries and 1s his 
not challenging expreſly the aſſerting a thing? No, But his not 
challenging to exerciſe his Dominion, is, as I conceive it, ex- 
preſly aſſerting he had Dominion, but pretended not ro ſuch a 
Dominion over their Faith; and if ir is nor, yer what Mr. P. 
grants is enough for my purpoſe. Such ways of ſpeaking, lays 
he, often ſeem to imply a thing, but that is different from an 
expreſs Aſſertion, If it be then implyed here, that will over- 
throw his Gloſs. But this he endeavours to evade, by adding, 
and that they don't always ſo much as imply a thing, he may 
ſee by comparing another place in that Epiſtle, Chap. 3. 5. 
Bur the Queſtion is, whether ir be implyed here, I am nor 
nc concerned whether it is always ſo or no. That it is at 
leaſt implyed here is evident from the Word wwerivoury, which 
is 


(8) 
is not in Chap. 3. 5. and not only Dr. Hammond on the place, but 
the Synopſis confirms this. Quare · non eſt quod metuatis ne Fidei 
cauſa poteſtatem Apoſtolicam, quam Dominationem æmuli mei inter 
etantur, in vos exerceam. 

Bur Mr. P. takes upon him, out of what humour I know not, 
to ſay, he could alledge Chryloſtom againſt Theodorit; his Inter- 
pretation, lays he, will not allow ſo much as his implying that 
he had Dominion: no doubt there are ſome Readers who will 
take his bare Word for this. Bur that the Imparrial Reader 
mayn't be impoſed upon, St Chry/eſtoms words on the place are 
theſe, Tu 8 Net 7470 uA, zn Gerd} uero; vauny £4 faIy d - 
efiuuy Vunby, og u amy, Up), AM & mes, 5 og reα⁰ο e fy, N 
 wanbiczeo. $ 78 Af Cunoueroy gf ν Ts Meies aydjvgont. Not 
that we have Dominion over your Faith, that 75, I did not therefore 
ſay that to ſpare yu I came not, as if I bad I. orded it over you, 
neither did be ſay YOU, but what was more mild and true, YOUR 
FAITH. For who can force 4 Man to Believe, that is unwil- 
ling to it? Now if it was more true not to ſay you, but your Faith, 
how can any one alledge Chryſoſtom againſt Theodorit, for it was 
as true to ſay you as your Faith, if the Apoſtle had no more 
Dominion over the one, than over the other. For tho' an! 
unwilling Perſon can't be forc'd to Believe, yer as to Believers, 
St, Paul had an Apoſtolical Rod in a readineſs to revenge all Diſ- 
eb:dience. 2 Cor. 10. 6. And he not only ſpeaks of his Authority 
to preſcribe Rules, but of enforcing theſe Rules with ſuitable Pu- 
niſhments; and we find in the 7th, 8th, xith, and 14th 
Chaprers, of the 1 Cor. Laws and Directions, many of which 
were never expreſly enjoin'd by Chriſt. 5 
But to ſhe w his great diſregard to the Fathers, Mr. P. adds, but I 
value Mr. Lock as a Commentator above them both, and he explains 
the Apoſtle as T do. Does he? Let the Reader then be judge; 
Mr. Þ's words are theſe, we pretend not to a Power to dictate to 
you of our own Heads--- we have no Authority in Controverſies of 
Faith, to determine what Chriſt himſelf in his Life time, or by his 
Spirit ſince his Departure has not determined, Mr. Locks words 
are theſe, not that I pretend to ſuch a Dominion over your Faith, 
as to require you to Believe what I have taught yen, without coming 
to you, wen I am expected there, to MAINTAIN and MAKE 
IT GOOD. 

« Herepreſents me, ſays Mr, P. as endeavouring to prove the 
© Regularity ot Presbyterian Ordination from the Text, which } 
I never attempt, in oppoſition to the Epiſcopal, but only con- 
©* fider it as an Objection, which I therefore Anſwer”. Now 
whether he meant ar all to prove Presbyterian Ordination Re- 
| gular 
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3 (9) 
gular, can only be learn d from his Title Page; for it will 
puzzle any Man, not under powerful Prejudices, to point to the 
place in the Sermon, where this Proof is to be found; and 
therefore I could not repreſent him as endeavouring to prove 
ir from the Text. I found he had choſen a Text nothing to 
bis purpoſe, nay very much to the contrary, which made me 
wonder at the prevailing Power he had over himſelf to rel] the 
World that the Regularity of Presbyterian Ordination was 
proved by him, when his Text was a direct Contradiction 
ro it; ahd ir was impoſſible ro bend it ro a Compliance with 
his Scheme. : 

When he comes to confider who was to judge of Mens 
Qualifications for the ſacred Office, and to authoriſe them ro 
it, he frankly ſays now that was Timothy; and this, ſays he, 
IT the rather take notice of, that I may ſhew you the Grounds and 
Reaſons of our Practice; and that we have good warrant for what 
we do as Miniſters in this matter. Now one would think, that 
after this he would certainly ſhew the Grounds and Reaſons ef 
their Practice. But that is yer to come; for all he ſhews for 
this is, 1. To refute by the Text Thoſe who lodge this mats 


ter wholly in the Body of the People; which, with a little 


Variation, will overthrow the Grounds and Reaſons of bis own 
Practice. 2, To anſwer the Objections of thoſe who lodge 
Ordination only in a Dloceſan Biſhop. But how this can ſtew 
the Grounds and Reaſons of his Practice, is what I can't ſee thro, 
unleſs this be a good Argument, The Congregational way is 


| refured by the Text, and the Object ions of thoſe of the Epiſ- 


copal way from it, will admit of an eaſy Solution; Ergo, Pres- 
byterian Ordination is Regular. 

For, ſuppoſing he had ſolved the Objections of the latter 
how does he ſhew that the Diſſenting Miniſtry have good war- 
rant for what they do as Miniſters, i. e. meer Presbyters, in 
this matter, tis certain here was a ſingle Perſon, not a Presby- 
tery appointed for this matter; tis certain there is no mention 
here of any Presbyters joining with him, nor any Intimation 
afterwards that they were to do it with or without him. The 
Charge, Commit Thou, for any thing that appears to the con- 


{ trary, is devolved on Timothy alone; and therefore tis alto- 


gerher as reaſonable to ſhew the Grounds and Reaſons of their 
Practice from Diotrepbes loveth to have the Preeminence, as from 
the Charge Commit Thou; which he had better taken no no- 


tice of, than to. have done it ſo little to the purpoſe. 


C He 
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(10) | 
He excuſes, ſays Mr. P. the extent of the Biſhop of London's 
Dicceſe, by its being a Circumſtance, an accidental Circumſtance 
and not eſſential, which are Terms of Art uſed that he may ſeem 
to Anſwer what he has nothing to ſay to, Now I may more 
juſtly retort that he calls theſe Terms of Art, that he himſelf 


may ſeem to anſwer what he has nothing to ſay to. For all | 
the Art in the World can never make an accidental Circum- 

ſtance to be eſſential. If rhe Apoſtles have inſtituted one Form 
of Government for all particular Churches; If every Biſhop is 


veſted with a Superioriry of Power as well as Order, it ſeems 
ſtrange to me, that a Biſhop of a large Dioceſe ſhould not be 
thought as much a Divine Inſtirution as a Biſhop of a leſſer. 
If the Government be the ſame, larger and lefler Limits don't 
alter the Species of a particular Church. Tho" the Bounds be 
not of Divine Inſtitution, the Biſhop is an Officer of Divine 
Appointment. | | ES 
Bur, ſays he, Circumſtances make the vaſteſt Alterations in 
Things; one asks Money of me in the Street with his Hat in 
his Hand; another ashs it of me in the Reid, with a Piſtol at 
my Breaſt: Theſe are but Circumſtances in the asking, but make 


difference enough, What poor Sophiſtry is here! Do theſe Cir- } 


cumſtances make any Specifical Difference in the Men? By what 
Logick will he prove this? If they don't, as I think, he will 
not take upon him to ſay, they do; then to what end was 
this Compariſon made; why he knows it will take With un- 
thinking People, who are contented with the Appearances of 
things, and that anſwers his End. Bur granting that Circum- 


ſtances make the vaſteſt Alterations in things, yet this is cer- 


rain, that the Species of a thing, muſt be determind by its 
conſtant Nature, and not by that which is only accidental, and 
can make no Specifical Difference. No doubt theſe Circum- 
ſtances make Difference enough, but not enough to alter the 
Species. Therefore, though I have nothing to ſay to his Piſtol, 


1 have ſtill ſomething to ſay to his Principles. 


In which ſometimes 1 find we agree. No doubt, ſays he, the 
Circumſtance he talks of is not eſſential to a Biſhop. I granc it. 
Bur then I deny what he adds, that 'ris deſtruct ive of the Deſign 


of the Office; and that Confirmation muſt be made a Feſt of by 


me, Or 1 can never defend the Biſſnps having a Dioceſe in ſuch 
aiſtant Parts of the World. For Neceſſity excuſes that Want; 
the wilful Neglect and Contempt of Confirmation, which makes 
the thing ſinful, being peculiar to Diſſenters, not to thoſe un- 
der the Bithops Care, in ſuch diftant Parts of the World ; 
an 


T. 


(1) 
and tis Mr. P. and his Brethren, not I, who make a Jeſt ef 


Let bim try, ſays Mr. P. hom capable any Man can be to do 
the Buſineſs of a Biſhop in ſuch a Dioceſe by the way in which 


Ignatius or any Writer of the Three firſt Centuries ſpeaks of it. 


Now I am willing ro ſtand to this tryal, being well affured 
that Mr. P. and his Brethren dare not ſtand to be try'd by Iz- 
natius for their pretended Warrant in acting without, and in 
oppoſition ro the Biſhop; and I do maintain, that a Man is as 
capable to do the Buſineſs of a Biſhop in a large Dioceſe now, 
as Cornelius was, in the third Century, who had (v. Euſcb. 
E. H. I. 6. c. 37. & 43.) 46 Presbyrers, 7 Deacons, 7 Sub- 
Deacons, 94 of the Inferior Orders of the Clergy, 1500 Poor, 
maintain d by the publick Stock of the Church, and as he 
himſelf calls it, an infinite and numberleſs People, in his Dio- 
ceſe; or as St. Cyprian, in whoſe Dioceſe the Number of the 
Lapſed was ſo great, that every Day Tyouſands of Tickets were 
granted in their Behalf, and in one of thoſe Tickers 20 or 3e 
Perſons might, as St. Cyprian complains, be comprehended, 
v. Cyp. Ep. 15. © 11: Edit. Goulart, Now if Mr. P. thinks, that 
notwithſtanding of this, there was no Dioceſan Epiſcopacy in 
the Three firſt Centuries, let him try how capable he is to an- 
{wer the Learned Dr. Maurices Defence of ir, or for the fu- 
ture forbear ſuch Innuendo s. All Biſhops were then as they 
are now, ej uſdem ſacerdatii & authoritatis, larger and leſſer Li- 
mits made no difference. A Biſhop with a few ſubject Preſ- 
byrers, and one Congregation was and is as much a Biſhop as 
he chat firs in St. Peter's Chair. Dioceſes did then as they do 
now, differ very much in Exrent, yet they had all the ſame 
Species of Government, the Eſſence of which conſiſted not in 
larger or lefſer Bounds. 1 

But ſays Mr. P. Is it not abſurd for him to argue from Cy- 
prian, that Biſhops are all ejuſdem ſacerdotii & ordinis ( 1 ſaid 
Aurhoriratis) and therefore the Pop? may not aſſume to himſelf 
a Superiority of Power (| added and Authority) over his Col- 
legues ; and yet in the ſame Page plead for the Largeneſs of a 


' Dioceſe, by Cyprian's having the Inſpection of a Province, wherein 


is certain there were many Biſhops, Now he muſt borrow 
Mr. Þ's Spectacles that can pretend to fee this Abſurdity. For 
tis moſt certain that all Biſhops are ejuſdem Sacerdotii & Au- 
thoritatis ; and therefore the Pope may not aſſume to himſelf 
a Superiority of Power and Authority over his Colleagues, 
There being no ſuch thing as an Epiſcopus Epiſcoporum to be 
LD C2 allowed. 


Fr . 
allowed. Büt my pleading for the Largeneſs of a Dioceſe 
from St. Cyprian's having the Inſpection of a Province, was to 
ſhew not only his Metropolitical Power, but that larger and 
leſſer Bounds made no Specifical Difference in Biſhops. For 
tho all Biſhops have originally equal Right and Power in Church 


Affairs, yet there may be a Primacy of Order granted to ſome 
Biſhops and their Chairs by general Conſent, and under the Re- 


1 75 of Eccleſiaſtical Canons, for the Preſervation of Catho- 


ich Unity and Communion, without any Antichriſtian Encroach- 
mint or Uſurpation on Epiſcopal Authority, (v. Vindic. Def. of 


Dr. Stiliingfleer, p. 128.) Beſides, I pleaded for rhe Largeneſs 


of a Dioceſe from Theodoret's, which conſiſted of 800 Parifhes. 


And this, ſince he wants to be informed about it, is proved 


from Theodoret's Epiſtle ro Leo, Ep. 113. and more particularly 
from Dr. Stillingfleet's Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, p. 257+ 

I know tis certain, as Mr. P. ſays, that there were many Biſhops 
in St. Cyprians Province; and therefore I hope his Friend 


Mr. ©. will abate of his Confidence, and retract the next 


time he writes, what he boldly and falſſy aſſerts, viz. that all 


the Ordinations of Presbyters in the Apoſtles Times, and for 300 
Years after Chriſt, were done by Presbyters without Dioceſan Bi- | 


ſhops, 


I paſs, ſays Mr. P. many unproved Alſertions ; and ſo he has 


a great many proved Aſſertions: As to Theodoret, which was 
one of them, I have now (which I thought was needleſs 


then) ſer down the Proof. That St. Fames was the firſt 
fixed Biſhop of Feruſalem is agreeable ro Scripture, and teſti- 
fied by the univerſal Conſent of the Ancients, particularly by 
Hegeſippus, in Euſebius, E. H. lib. 2. c. 23, who was born in 
the beginning of the Second Century. The Teſtimonies for this 
are ſo many, thar even Blonde owns that the Fathers agree 
in this (v. Apol, p. 56.) That St. Foby was Biſhop of Epheſus, 


and governed to the Time of Trajan; ſee Euſeb. lib. 3. c. 1. 
Iren. adv, Her, |, 3. c. 1. Martyrium S. Timoth. apud Photium 


Bibliothec. Cod. 254. As ro St. Paul's having the Inſpection of 
Corinth, when at a great Diſtance, tis clear from his two E- 
piſtles to them. Theſe were all the Aſſertions, the Proof of 


which is ſo commonly known, that I thought it could not be 


called in queſtion. 


Bur ſays Mr. P. his Scheme ſeems yet to be forming, and there» | 


fore "twill be hard for any Man but himſelf to piece it together, 


What he is pleaſed to call my Scheme, I thank God, was form- 
ed, according to Chriſt's Inſtitution, by the Apoſtles, and pra- 


ctiſed 


bd 
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iſed by the whole Catholick Church, no other obtaining in 
any part of the Chriſtian World for 1500 Years together. 
am for the old Scheme, which can plead Vincentius Rule, 
Quod ubique quod ſemper quod ob omnibus creditum eſt; and there- 
fore can't take up with his new one, which, like Fonab's 
Gourd, is but of a Night's growth, But why will it be hard 
Ifor any Man to piece it together? Mr, P. gives this Reaſon 
for ir. 1 | | l 
Becauſe, I ſay, the Apoſtolical Power, as to its perma- | 
nent, neceſſary, and eſſential Branches was tranſmitted in | 
% folidum, as they received it from our blefſed Saviour to ſin- 
“ gle Perſons in particular Sees; and p. 9. That there were 
* particular and fixed Bounds for a Biſhop, in which he ex- 
* erciſed his Epiſcopal Juriſdiction, and the Affair of Ordi- 
* nation, and where there could be but one ſuch Biſhop at a 
% time: And yer, ſays Mr. P. in the ſame Page he tells us the 
Apoſtles, who were the firſt Biſhops of the Chriſtian Church, ex- 
erciſed their Epiſcopal Furiſdiction at large and in common, and 
each had the whale World for his Dioceſe. Now why mayn' all 
this be eaſily pieced together, it being certain that ar firſt the 
= 4 Apoſtles had the whole World, d xdower amwle, Mark 16. 15. 
for their Dioceſe ; aftewards indeed, when they hought fir to 
as keep the Churches planted by themſelves, no longer in their 
as | own hands, they fertled them under the Government of a 
\S fixed Biſhop, ſuch as Sr. Fames of Feruſilem, Timothy of Ephe- 
{it ſus, Titus of Crete, and the Angels of the ſeven Churches o 
1- | Aſia, &c. | , 
Yy But Mr. P. queries, Now how can his be, that but one Per- 
in | for can have the Epiſcopal Furiſliction in a Chuich, and yet 
Is 12 more, ſhall have each of em the ſam? Epiſcopal Furiſdi- 
ze B Gon in it at the ſam: time. I wonder what fort of Circum- 
, ſſtance this u. Why, it was this fort of Circumſtance; All the 
1. & Biſhops of the Catholick Church reſided at this time in one 
97 | Place, and governd the Church, and managed all Ecclelialii- 
of cal Affairs in common; ard to keep up the Diſtinction and 
I» | Preeminence of their Order, according ro our Saviour's Inſti— 
bf # tution, added a Twelfth ro their Number. But when this 
e One Catholick Church began to ſpread, and they found their 
'& Commiilion extended to the Gentiles as well as to the Jews, 
„the Faithful at Feruſalem were formed into an OGrganiz'd Bo- 
. dy, under the Epiſcopal juriſdiction of St. Fares, who, as 
- | Hegeſippus tells us, Receiv'd rhe Adminiſtration of that Church 
| from the Apoſtles, and Govern'd n to the day of his Mar- 
9 ER: og | ryrdom ; 


s 
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| tyrdom : Hence the Brethrens conducting Paul unto Fames, withſhobi 
| | whom all rhe Elders were preſent, Act. 21. v. 18. hence the 
0 Meſſengers, Gal. 2. 12. are ſaid to come from Fames : Hence 
his preſiding in the Council at Feruſalem when the 128 and 
Elders came together to confider whether it was needful to cir- 
cumciſe the Gentile Converts, and oblige them to keep the 
Law of Moſes: Hence his Decretory Sentence xeire 2%, that 
is, as Dr. Whitby obſerves from St. Chryſaſtom, I with Authorityſſtha 
ſay this, becauſe be (i. e. St, James] had the Government com- an 
mitted to him. | 85 „ 
We muſt conſider (ſays the Learned Author of the De-Nwl 
© fence of Dr. S::{l;ngfleet's Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, I.: 
«© p. 212.) that all the Apoſtles had relation to the whole Church, I his 
and therefore though, being finite Creatures, they could not He 
«© be every where at a time, bur betook themſelves to diffe- wl 
| i rent places, and planted Churches in ſeveral Countries, and 
i] did more peculiarly apply tkhemſelves to the Government of Se 
« thoſe Churches which they themſelves had planted, and or- m. 
% dain'd Biſhops ro ſucceed them, in their Care and Charge; ¶ pe 
« yer their Original Right and Power, in relation to the whole I 7 
Church, did ſtill remain, which they might reafſume, when & 
they ſaw Occaſion for it; and which did oblige them to I ſu 
take care, as far as poſſibly they could, that the Church of at 
«© Chriſt ſuffer no Injury by the Hereſy or evil Practices of ¶ ci 
„ any of their Collegues; and though Equals have no Supe- N 
„4 riority over one another, yer a College has Authority and 
% Command over any of its Collegues „„ 
And now Mr. P. may ſee, how it can be, that but one per-. 
fon can have the Epiſcopal Juriſdiction in a Church, when it f 
is formed into an Organiz d Body, Tho' Twelve more who 
were Biſhops of the Univerſal Church, and had the Govern- 
ment of it in their own hands, had rhe ſame Epiſcopal Ju- 
riſdiction in it, at the ſame time, before it was Organiz'd, and 
that after it became a conſtirured Church, tho' the Apoſtles 
were not to be fixed Officers in this Church, they had yet this 
Relation to it, that their Original Right and Power might be 
reaſſumed, when they ſaw occaſion for it; which Original 
Right and Power did ſtill remain; becauſe as St. Cyprian ſays, 
there is but one Epiſcopal Office in the whole Church , part of 
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phich is committed in full Power to every Biſhop, And now let 
r. P. diſtinguiſh between the Church while the Apoſtles re- 
ded at Ferufalem, and each particular Church under the Go- 
vernment of a fixed Biſhop afrerwards, and he will find that 


ir- the Twelve acted as Biſhops of the Catholick Church, but 
thegSt. James as Fixed Biſhop of the particular Church of Feruſa- 
tharY/em. For the Apoſtles were never ſtiled Biſhops of Feruſalem, 


chat Character being peculiar to St. Fames during his Life; 
om and the Apoſtles conſider d him, even whilſt they were aCtual- 
ly with him, as Biſhop of the whole Body of that Church to 
De- whom appertain d the Throne of it, as Euſebius expreſſes it, E. H. 
ion, I. 2. c. 23. and St. James govern d that Church till the day of 
ch, his Martyrdom in that Quality; ro whom, as Euſebiu, from 
not Hegeſippus informs us, ſucceeded Simeon the Son of Cleophas, 
tfe- who was ordained Biſhop of Feruſalem by 4 Divine Election. 
and Bur ſays Mr. P. I had ſtated the Queſtion very plainly in my 
of Sermon, p. 32. But he ſays, p. 10. of his Anſwer, I: may be 
or- more truly ſtated thus; Whether the Apoſtolscal Power, as to its 
e ; ¶ permanent, neceſſary, and eſſential Branches, was not in its na- 
ole ¶ ture perpetual” and ſucceſſive, and by them tranſmitted in ſolidum, 
en Þ &c,, Now however plainly he has ſtared the Queſtion, 1 am 
ro ſure he has not repreſented what I ftared fairly; for 1 added, 
of © and by them tranſmitted in ſolidum to fingle Perſons in parti- 
of FF cular Sees, and not to a College of Presbyters in the modern 
de- Notion ; and therefore ro, | 
nd What he adds, But if he will takes the Advice of a Perſon be 
ſeems to have ſome Value for, let him hereafter tale Queſtions as 
r- they are ſtated to his hand, and not attempt to ſtate them himſelf, 
ir I ſince he bas no Talent at it. I have this to ſay, that if his 
0 Prejudices had not blinded his Eyeſight, he might have ſeen 
n- that the Qveſtion was nor of my ſtating, but ſtared by a 
u- Learned Divine, to whom I refer on the Margin, and who 
d bad a better Talent at it, than Mr. P. can pretend to; and 
es laid it out to much better uſe; ſo that I did take the Que- 
is ſtion as ir was ſtated to my hand, which 1 am perſuaded is 
de more truly ſtated, than what he has done; and therefore what - 
al ever Value 1 may ſeem ro have for Mr. P. I don't think my 
S, ſelf bound to go aſtray by his Advice, 
f Is it not a wiſe Queſtion, ſays he, whether the Apoſtolical Power, 
as to its permanent Branches, was net in its own nature perpe- 
tual, i. e. permanent. Now, is it honeſt Dealing to make ſuch 
an unjuſt Comment on my Words 2 The Queſtion was not, 


Whether the Apoſtolical Power, as to its permanent, 4 
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ceſſary and effentjal Branches was not in its own” nature per- 
petual. But whether it was not in its own narute to be per 
petual and ſucceſſive in the Church, and by them tranſmitted 
in ſolidum, to ſingle Perſons in particular Sees, and not to 
a College of Presbyters, in the modern Notion; and this 


was to cut off all Retreat to what he calls their Double Cha- 


racter, and all Pretences to their being ho more than Presby- 
ters in their ordinary Capacity; and therefore I think ir ſtill 
a wiſe Queſtion, Whether, with regard to its permanent and 
eſſential Nature, not as it was adorn'd with extraordinary 
and miraculous Advantages, The Apoſtolical Office was not to 


be perpetually ſucceſſive, and tranſmitted by them, in ſolidum, 


to fingle Perſons diſtinct from and ſuperior to meer Presby- 
ters? All this is plainly explained, p. 11, of my Anſwer : 


But it would have ſpoiled his Jeft to have fairly repreſented ir. 


If it were not as unlawful to follow his Example as it 
is to tak? his Advice, I might have ſer down a Sentence of 
his, thus, He repreſents me, ſays Mr. P. as endeavouring to 
prove the Regularity of Presbyterian Ordination from the Text, 
which I never attempted, &c. This 1 own, by ſtopping ſhore 
in imitation of him, is falſly repreſented ; bur yer every im- 


partial Reader of his Sermon will find it to be true in Fad, | 


He tells me, I am very pers in ashing him, But pray 


Who are they that ſay, that Presbyters are the Succeſſors 
of ſuch as were ordained by Timothy and Titus? Such | 


„ Prelatiſts only as Mr. P. and his Brethren, who maintain 
* rhar Timothy and Titus did ordain only Presbyters and no 
* Biſhops. Now, mayn't a Presbyter of the Church, put a 
Queſtion of this nature to a Diſſenting Brother, without be- 
ing thought very pert ; or, as he merrily calls it, p. 67. Def. 
2d Part, Inſulting? No, no, ye take too much upon you, ſaid 
Corah, when 'rwas he and his Company that had taken too 
much upon themſelves. 

Bur ler us conſider the Caſe, as to Titus, for that of Ti- 
mot hy at Epheſus, it ſeems, would have ſpoil'd his Argument: 
My Anſwerer, lays he, afſerts, there were particular and fixed 
Bounds for a Biſhop, in which he exerciſed the Affair of Ordi- 
nation: And is not this plain from the Practice of the Pri- 


mitive Church? But I ſpeak of the Church of Crete, ay go- 


vern'd by Titus, and left in his poſſeſſion; becauſe the Scri- 


prure leaves it ſo. Crete then, ſays Mr. P. was One ſingle 


Church or Dioceſe, which was the Bounds of his exerciſing the 
Affair of Ordination: And according'y he was to ordain them 
. i Elders 
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were either Biſhops, or, 


en 

Elders in every City, No doubt for ſome time it was fo, 
tho' the accordingly was not to keep it ſo. Crete was not only 
left in his poſſeſſion, but was alſo under his Epiſcopal Care 
ro the Day of his Death 5 for he died there, according to 
Sopbronius & Ifidore ap. Hieron. de Script. in Tito, But what 
then follows? why the Conſequence is this; Now, not to men- 
tion, ſays he, that two Sorts are not hinted at, hom could Titus 
ordain any Biſhops according to the Epiſcopal Scheme in that one 
Dioceſe of Crete? If he only .cculd be Biſhop of it, how could 
he ordain them Biſhops ? Strange Fargon ! But pray, are the 
Words Strange Fargon! enough ro confute what 1 (ay? I ſaid 
the Church of Crete was govetn'd by Titus, and left in his 
poſſeſſion: but I never ſaid that he only, and no other, could 
be Biſhop of the whole Iſland, or that it was always to con- 
tinue one Dioceſe; For it is as certain that new Biſhopricks 
may be efected and taken out of large Dioceſes, as new Pa- 
riſhes may be, and daily are, taken out of large Pariſhes. 
Originally the whole Power was in Titus, and he had the 
whole Jfland for his Dioceſe ; Bur as Chriſtianity encreaſed 
and ſpread over the whole Iſland, he was left ro Ordain Bi- 


& ſhops in as many places as were fit to be formed into con- 


ſtirured Churches; and certainly he could do all this accor- 
ding to the Epiſcopal Scheme, For to give Mr. P. his Choice, 
Thoſe Elders whom Titus was left to ordain in every City, 
in the modern Notion, Presbyters. 
Now, if they were Presbyters, here's Epiſcopal Authority over 
them: If they were Biſhops, here's Metropolitical. Sure this 
is no ſtrange Jargon! For as the Catholick Church was ar 
firſt but a ſingle Congregation, yet when ir ſpread far ard 
near, it was formed into Organizd Bodies of many Congre- 
gations; ſo, tho' Crete at firſt was but One Diocele, it be- 
came afterwards a Province, wherein were ſeveral Biſhops, 
Seven, according to Mireus his Notitia Epiſcop. lib. 4. p. 181. 
Hence Euſebius tells us, that in Gnoſſus of Crete Pinytus was 
a moſt eminent Biſhop, and that Philip was the Metropolitan 
at Gortyna, E. H. lib. 4. cap. 21. 5 

But what means he by ſaying, not to inſiſt that two Sorts are 


| not hinted at, If it be Arch-Biſhops and Biſhops, theſe are not 


two Sorts, An Arch-Piſhop is not a ſuperiour Order to Biſhops, 
nor doth ir include any Authority over them, but only a preſi- 
dency in the ſame Oider, and ſuch advantages of Power 1n the 
Government of the Church, as reſult from a prudent Conſtitu- 
tion to preſerye the Peace, e a ioian a: of it. For 
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all Biſhops have originally equal Right and Power in Church 


Affairs. Tho' a Primacy of Order is granted to ſome by general 


Conſenr, and under the Regulation of Eccleſiaſtical Canons. 
They have no proper Superiority and Jurisdiction over Biſhops, 
they being all ejuſdem Sacerdotis © Authoritatis, The Epiſcopal 
Oflice being but one in the whole Church, part of which is 
committed in full Power to every Biſhop. And certainly the Bi- 
ſhops Power 1s hinted at, for the Subject of the whole Epiſtle, 
and thoſe two to Timothy point out his Power and Authority. 
For not ta inſiſt upon Mr. P's Text, if, as J have already ob- 
ſerved, the Elders whom Titus was left ro Ordain in every City 
be Presbyters, this hints at the Biſhop, and if Biſhops, it hints ar 


the Arch Biſhop or Metropolitan. 
Bur Mr. P. adds, nor can I ſee any Difficulty in 
mothy was ſent to O dain, where there were Presbyters who had 


believing Ti- 
the Power of Ordination. For as be was to be the chief Actor in 
the Miri he was to direct them by bis Example, how they were 
to perform it afterwards when he was gone; and indeed he ſoon 
was ſent elſewhere. Now if theſe Presbyters had the Power of 
Ordination, they were certainly very Jgnoranr, if they did 


not know how ro perform it, without Timethys directing 
them by his Example ; who for any thing we can learn from - 


Sctipture, never gave them any Directions in the matter. He 
Ordained amongſt them becauſe he was empower'd ſo to do. 
But that it was to Direct them how to do it afterwards is 
no where faid. And if Mr. P. thinks he was to Direct 
them, how comes he to offer nv proof for it ? does not this 
look like a plain begging the thing in Queſtien? but if he 
cai [ce the Difficulty, I will endeavour to clear his Eye-Sighr 
a lire: the Difficulty lies here; how to account why no Di- 
rectiops are given to Timothy himſelf about this; why all the 
Directions given him by Sr. Paul, do fo plainly impart accor- 
ding ro the Literal and Grammarical Senle of the Words, thar 
h2 alone was ro do it. Mr. P's Text is an unqueſtionable 
Evidence that he was to do it, but that the Presbyters were 
fo perform it af:erwards, when he was gone, the intimation is in- 
viſible ; and what tho' T:m3thy ſoon was ſent elſewhere, did this 
diflolve his Relation to them? 

fancy when Mr. P. gives himſelf leiſure to reflect upon 
this, he may ſee the Difficulty. Thar in fact Timothy and 
Titus had Succeſſors, in that wherein they were ſvperjor to 
other Miniſters; that the Primitive Biſhops believed that they, 
not meer Presbyters, were the Succeffors ro the Apoſtles, which 


1 proved 


I proved p. 12. 1 
over, becauſe, as 


with regard to his own Text, might not a Corgregational 
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3, 14. of my Anſwer ; all this Mr. P. paſſed 
I ſuppoſe, he ſaw the Difficulty. | 
Bur that he may ſee what Difficulty there is in this Affair, 


Brother addreſs him thus. SIR, how came you to rell us, 


5. 23. of your Sermon, that the inſpired Apeſtle lodges the 
Affair of Ordination in Timothy a Perſon in Office, and ſo not 
in the Church or Body of the People. For is not the Conſequence 
full as good, and fo not in meer Presbyters or Body of ſuch : 
what tho' he was in Office, all Perſons in Office have not this 
lodged in them, for then Deacons might Ordain, for we find 
ſuch an Office in Scripture, which yer you will nor affirm to 


have been Ordainers, If ir be only“ as you ſay to particular 
Perſons in Office, that Directions are given about conſtituting 


Miniſters, and that Timothy and Titus were the Perſons ro whom 
this Affair was recommended; how came you to be ſo much 
off your Guard, as to ask this Queſtion that Cruthes your 6wn 
Practice as much as ours with its Weight. 1h, lay you, ſheu'd 
nothing of this nature be ſuggeſted to th? People in the Epiſiles 
directed to the Churches, if they were the Conveyors of the 
Office. For why ſhould nothing of this nature in three 
Epiſtles expreſly treating of Ordination; to tuo Perſons, one 
of whom as you ſay, was ſent to direct the Presbyters by 
his Example, how to perfornmit after he was gone, be ſug— 
geſted to thoſe Presbyters amongſt whom he was ſent, if they 


were the Conveyors of the Office. You han't you ſay her been 
able to meet with any tolerable Anſwer to this Objettion againſt 


that Scheme, meaning ours, Bur can you make any rolerable 
Aniwer to the Objection againſt your own Scheme. Don't you 


ſee that you have pownded your ſelf as well as us; and 


when ever you can find any telerabe way to get out, well be 
ſure to follow you. All the Directions given to Timothy and 
Titus about Ordination are, for any thing that you have ſaid 
to the contrary, as pertinently applied to the Church as to the 


Presbyters; and we think it full as reaſonable to ſuppoſe they 


were to act in the Churches Name, as with you to ſuppoſe 
they were to be only chief Actors, to Direct the Presbyters 
by their Example, how they were to perform it afterwards; 
and we lay they wee to do this in atlu primo, in order to 
direct the Church how to do it aiterwards ; and We have very 
early Inftances, much earlier than any that can bebroughr for 
Ordination by Presbyters, that the Church did do ſo. For 


lo Cl:ment witneſſes in his undoubted Epiſtle to tne Church 
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of Corinth, For thoſe who were contending about Rule 
and Government in the Church, are adviſed to ſtand to 
the Determination of the People, and to cry en- 
ee wa Ty miles cri, and the Learned Blondell argues 
thence, poteſtatem plebis circa ſacra, Diſſert. 4, c. 8. F 4. And 
now, Sir, when you tell us, that zf Chriſt deſign d to lodge 
ſuch a Power in the Body of the People, it will ſeem ſtrange, 
that when he appointed the firſt Officers of bis Church, he 
ſhould take ſuch particular care that none of the People ſhould 
be preſent. Why mayn't it feem as ftrange, that there were 
none of the 70, that is, Presbyters preſent ? If the Peo- 
ple are excluded from being Ordainers on that account, ſo 
muſt Presbyters. For, tho' it be certain that there were 
none preient but the Apoſtles, who Receivd their Power from 
Chriſt, net from the Veopie, becauſe there was no viſible 
Church 1a being then; for the Church was yet to be raiſ- 
ed, and theſe were conſtituted extraordinary Officers to 
plant ic. Bur, after it was raiſed, we find by Clement, 
thar the Power was in the Body of the People ; yea, we 
find in Scripture, thar Theſe extraordinary Officers, the A- 


poſtles, when they had raiſed a Church in any Place, they 
left the profeſſing Church Members to be indoctrinated and 


diſciplined by the preſcribed Miniſtry of theſe Presbyrers or 
Teaching and Ruling Eiders that were of their own vo— 
luntary Election and regular Ordination. For mutual co- 
venanting and confederating of the Saints in the Fellow- 
ſhip of the Faith, according to the Order of the Goſpel, 
is that which gives Conſtitution and Being to a Viſible 
Church, and the Scripture Presbyterial Church was ſuch, 
and continued ſuch till its firſt falling away into an un- 
poliſh'd Parochial Church, —— 0 

* And now, Sir, whatever you may think of it, your en- 
deavguring to refute our Practice from your Text, is a plain 
Refuration of your own, and pinches as much as you can 
ſuppoſe ours to be. We think you did very well to keep 
your own Scheme out of fight of your Text; for you ſee 
your own Arguments againſt ours, by changing the Term 
Church into Presbyrers, will to all intents and purpoſes ruin 
and overthrow it. Tour uſeful Miniſiry a valid one, was 
much mare to the purpoſe, and it not only pleaſed us; bur 
even, which is ſtrange, the late Biſhop Burnet, as you tell 
us, Def. p. 20. {peaks of it, and recommended it in Terms which 


e rant with Decency relate. What could induce you then 
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« to endeavour to refute our uſeful Miniſtry by yeur Text. 
« For if it may be refured by Scripture , it cannot be a Valid 
* one: So that whether your Uſefu! Miniſtry was a piece of 
+ Courtſhip, or Presbyterian Ordination proved Regular, a ſly 


„ Aﬀront ro us, Time and better Information will diſcover, - 
And now if, without being thought very pert, I may ask 


the Queſtion, pray, What do you think, Sir, of the Congtre- 
gational Brothers Plea? Does he not reaſon as well as you 
do ? Has he not fairly turn d the Tables? If he has, as I 
am perſuaded he has, then you may eaſily fee the Difficulty 
in believing that Timothy was ſent to Direct the Presbyters 


of Epheſus how to ordain afrerwards when he was gone; be- 


cauſe, for ought we know, he never ſpake to them about it; 
and there is not one Word in his Commiſſion concerning it. 


But Mr. P. adds, He cites a Paſſage from Dr. Whitby and | 


Mr. Dod wel, againſt thoſe who deny the Precedency, p. 14. which 
I have always aſſerted, whenever I had cccaſion to mention it, as 
in my Letters againſt Dr, Wells, and my Vindication againſt 
Dr. Nicols. Now all the Precedency that he aſſerts, is that 
of Primi inter Pares, which is as far from the Defign of the 


Paſſage cited by me, as Mr. P---'s vouching, in his Vindi- 


cation againſt Dr. Nicols, Sr, Ferom, for his pretended Prece- 
dency, is from Truth. For Ferom not only excepts Ordina- 
tion, as a thing that Presbyters conld not do, bur he exprel- 
ly ſays, De ſciamus Traditicnes Apoſtclicas ſumptas de Veters 
Teſtamento, Qued Aaron © filit eſus atque Levite in Templo fue- 
runt, hoc ſibi Epiſcopi & Presbyteri atque Diacout vendicent in Ec- 
clefia, Ep. ad Evagr, Which ſhews that Biſhops were not on- 
ly Superiour in Precedency and Dignity, but allo in Office 
and Authority. | | 

I make Evargelifts, ſays Mr. P. ſupericr to commen and ords- 
nary Miniſters, Their Superiority J place not in their being of a 
Different O: der; for I prove that the A peſtles themſelves were in 
that reſpect no more than Presbyters, But I conſider them as ſu- 


pericr in Gifts. If bare ſaying be proving, Mr. E. has in- 


deed proved the Apoſtles ro be no more than Presby ters. 


Bur thoſe who believe that the Plenitude of the Apoſtolical 


Power was tranſmitted by them to ſingle Perſons ſuperior to 


Presbyters, cann't rake vp with ſuch Proots. If Gifts made 


the Superiority, common and ordinary Minifters had Gifts alſo, 
and theſe the ſame will! Ewangeliſts; and therefore as ro me, 
Mr. P. was certainly in the right, when he adds, But this he 
will not allow. For which 1 give this Realon, “ om 
%%% oo « fin 
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„that of an, Apoſtle, Presbyter, or Deacon, but that it was 


© find no ſuch Office of an Evangeliſt inſtituted, diſtinct from 


« a common Deſignation to all who were the firſt Planters 
of the Goſpel, This was obvious enough, and therefore 


I wonder that Mr. P. ſhould ſay, his chief Argument is that | 


Philip the Deacon is ſtiled an Evangeliſt, when he knows that 
J infifted upon this, that to be an Evangeliſt is agreeable to 
all the Subordinarions of the Chriſtian Hierarchy ; and there- 
fore I inſtanced, p. 2 1. That St. Mark was Biſhop of Alexan- 
dria and Evangeliſt, St. I. Ae a Presbyter and Evangeliſt. Phi- 


lip both Deacon and Evangeliſt, The two firſt he paſſes over, 
but as to Philid he adds | | 


What reaſon can there be to think, that tho Philip was 4 
Deacon at firſt, he was never advanced? Douttleſs be had uſed 
the Office well, and therefore, according to the Apoſtles Rule, had 
purchaſed to bimſelf a good Degree, But what if he was ad- 
vanced; the Office of an Evangeliſt was clearly conſiſtent 
with this Advancement, For Rulers and Biſhops, that greater 


Dignity in the Church of God; as Mr. P. ſays Dr. Hammond 
explains it, might be and were Evangeliſts ; For ſo the Doctor | 


tells us in his Notes on Ephe/. 4. 11. As he that from a Dea- 
con, ſays the Dr. is made a Biſhop, hath all the Powers that 
belonged to a Deacon ſtill continued ro him, and the addition of 


fo much more, So he that is an Evangeliſt, if be be farther 


in veſted with Power of Ordination, may flill remain an Evange- 
lift, ——the Jord Evangeliſi——1s indifferent'y uſed, whether he 
have the Power of Deacon only, as Philip, or more, as of Timo- 
thy and Mark, | Do! | 
Therefore What ſignifies it, as Mr. P. tells me, that Dr./hitby 
makes it no leis than 26 Years aſter his having been ordain- 
ed Deacon, that Philip is called an Evangeliſt ; For, let any 
Man nor only judge, whether he was not in that time raiſed 
higher; but ler him allo take it for granted that he was, 
yer this is certain from AAs 8. that he was as much an E- 
vangeliſt Twenty Six Years before, according to Dr, Whitby's 
Computation, as he was when we find him ſo called, As 


21.8, For whatever reaſon there is to believe be was no 


longer a Deacon, there is good reaſon from Scripture, to be- 
lieve he was an Evangeliſt Whilſt he was a Deacon; and if 
he was advanced when we find him reſiding at Cefarea, this 
is no Argument for his being made an Evangeliſt at that 


time; Becaule the Scriprure tells us, that when he was a 


Deacon, he performed that Cgice, and preached in all rhe 
„ . | „ Cities 


FR 1 


ities till he came to Ceſarea; where tis probable he was 
Z advanced to a higher Dignity in the Church, which might 
be the reaſon why he did not return to Feruſalem again, zo 
diſcharge the Office of a Deacon, 1 5 
As to his Opinion of the Presbyter of the Church of Eng- 
and, his Anſwerer, who, ſays Mr. P. 1 dare ſay, would nor 
have been kept a Tenth part of the time in that Office. I 


about Philip. For the Presbyter was a little more than a 
Tenth part of the time kept in that Office, and had no rea- 
ſon to complain of it. „ 

His other Argument, ſays Mr. P. is, that Evangeliſts are left 
out, 1 Cor. 12. 28, Now, tis a little peculiar to fuch as aſ- 
| ume the Power of dictating to make the ſame Argument to be 
ſed for or againſt them, as they pleaſe.» Well, but how does he 
prove this to be my Caſe? I argued, ſays Mr. P. from their 
being mention d. and ſet before Paſtors and Teachers, Eph. 4.11. 


We But in that place the mentioning of them in that order ſigni» 
_ fies nothing with him; and yet in 1 Cor. 12, 28. the not men- 
nr tioning them at all, which is only a Negative Argument, muſt 


| be a clear Prof, they were not certainly ſuper:or to Paſtors. 
©4- Now it is not, the not mentioning of them at all., that 1 
inſiſted on for the whole Proof, but becauſe, as Dr. 1athy 
Rf on the place. obſerves, they of the Teachers who preached the 
*r RW Goſpel to them who bad not heard it, were called Evangelijts ; 
S© and that to be an Evangeliſt is agreeable to all the Subor- 
dinations of the Chriſtian Hierarchy. It was a common Ap- 
pellation to all who preached the Goſpel ; and this ſeems to 
be the Reaſon that ir is nor ſet down here. | 

But ſuch a poſiti ve Text, ſays Mr. P. as mine, 1s worth 4 
Thouſand of his negative ones. I ſuppoſe he means that 'tis a 
better Proof; for, with regard to Scripture, ir ſounds ſtrange- 
{ed ly to ſay, one Text is worth a Thouſand of other Texts. 


„Text is as pr/itive as his, if not more; for there is, fo ft, 
) 5 Bf ſecondly, and thirdly in my Text, which orderly Enumeration 


is not in bis; lo that here is a politive Inſtance, that Evan- 
% © gclifts, as ſuch, are not ſuperior 10 Paſtors and Teachers; 
Ts for Teachers in my Text are in the very Rank of Evange- 
5 liſts in his Text, and this Order is repeated in the following 


Verſe, and conſequently Evangeliits, as ſuch, are not ſuperior 

at # to them, elpecially if Mr. P's own Argument be any proof 

chat che Order in which they are fit d wi, Epheſ. 4. 11. ſuffi- 
ciently evident's this, Serm p. 33. He 


can only tell him, that he is as much miſtaken here, as he is 


But, without comparing the Worth of the Texts, I ſay my 
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e don't hnuw, ſays he, what reaſon the Apoſtle had for leav 
ing them out. I could perhaps gueſs, but no Man can at this 
diſtance ſpeak, with Aſſurance, ſince there might be Twenty things 
that might bave been a reaſon for it. But what need is thefe 
for gueſſing, when the reaſon is ſo plain, that to be an E- 
vangeliſt is agreeable to all the Subordinarions of the Chri- 
ſtian Hierarchy, There can none of his Twenty Things, be 
better than this true Reaſon, that we find it was fo in Fact. 
Bur, ſays he, if ſuch a Negative Argument be of any Strength, 
how will he account for Timothy's Ordaining Perſons of three ſe- 
veral Orders, when the Apoſtle mentions no more than two. Now 
I can very well account for this, tho 1 cann't account for 
his Miſtake, that the Apoſtle mentions no more than Two Or- 
ders. For here is Timothy himſelf, a Man in the higheſt Or- 
der of the Three, receiving Inſtructions not only how to Or- 
dain Presbyters and Deacons, but to commit the Things he 
had heard of St. Paul to Faithful Men who ſhall be able to 
teach others alſo. Appoint thou them, ſays Dr. Hammond, as Bi- 
ſhops of the ſeveral Churches under thee ; and this ſeems agree- 
able to the general Senſe of the Ancients, who aſſert that 
Timothy was a Metropolitan, ordained and inſtalled Biſhop of the 
Metropolis of the Epheſians by St. Paul, fays the anonymous 
Author of his Life in Photius, Num. 254. *Tis manifeſt that 
Timothy was intruſted with a Church, er rather with a whole 
Nation, that of Aſia, ſays St. Cyryſoſtom, Homil. 15. in 1 Tim. 
5. 19. Hence tis obſerved in the Synopfis, Hinc videmus Ti- 
motheum non Epiſcopi tantum ſed & Metrepolite functum offitio 
non minus quam Titum nam docere erat d ny«aor, aeyictus- 
var, AN ,, pri, Epiſcoporum, ut poſterius, per eminentiam 
eos Vicauit Eccleſia, | | 
Mr. P. paſſes over two or three Pages together, and ob- 
ſerves that p. 20. of my Anſwer, I cavil with him for im- 
poſing upon his Hearers with the Ambiguity of the Word 
Presbyters, which, lays he, is the moſt unreaſonabie thing in the 
World; for I prove that the Apoſtles might be more than one in 
a Church, which is the certain Notion of Presbyters. But did he 
not ſay, that Presbyters or Biſhops are the ſame in Scripture, 
our Adverſaries themſelves many of them being Fudges, Why 
then did he not tell his Hearers in what ſenſe his Adverſa- 
ries allow them to be the ſame ? Do they ſay that the Iden- 
tity of Names infer an Identity of Office: Here lies the Am- 
biguity; and what if it be the certain Notion of Presbyters 
o be more than one in a Church, is it nor likewiſe the 
Notion 


EEE 


„ „ „ . res = 


E ˙ r caiiÞDQ © Ra 2.4 


(25) 

Notion of Deacons? And if, as he pretends, the Apoſtles might 
be more than one in the Church, will nor this as much prove 
them ro be Deacons, if he has a mind ro ir. Thar the Apo- 
ſtles mighr be, and were more than One in the Catholick 
Church I grant: But this can never prove them, Presbyrers ; 


for Biſhops in the modern Notion are ſuch : Bur that the A- 


poſtles might be, and were, more than One, as the Fixed 


Paſtors of a particular conſtituted Church, I deny; neither 


bas he given yet the leaſt Proof for it. © 
As to what he adds, and tho* he ( ſays Mr. P.) finds ſo 


much fault with me, yet he manifeſtly runs into the Crime he 


charges me with, and plays with the Ambiguity of the Word 
Apoltles, as uſed by the Ancients Now it had been fair to 
have given an Inſtance; for I can't find that I have run in- 
to that Crime; I am ſure I have drawn no Argument from 
the Ambiguity of the Word Apoſtles, as uſed by the Ancients ; 
J maintain that the Plenitude of the ordinary and ſtanding 


Apoſtolical Power and Authority was tranſmitted to ſingle Per- 


ſons, to whom the Name of Biſhops was W after 
the Deceaſe of the Bleſſed Apoſtles, that ſuch were always 


ſuperior to and diſtinct from meer Presbyters. But I muſt 


wait till I am better informed, ro know wherein I play with 
the Ambiguiry of the Word, | 


Let any Man, ſays he, read the Paſſage I have cited from 


Jerom, Vind. F. D. p. 224. and he will ſee how loofly they ap- 
plied the Word, But what's that to me, or to the Point in 
debate? The Names are long ago appropriated, and I don't 
pretend, as his Party does, to draw an Argument from the 
Identity of Names to the Identity of Offices. 1 find Andro- 
nicus and Funia called 83ouwer &y Tis 'Amegrhors, Rom. 16. 7. 
So Epaphroditus, u $ *Amgrney, Philip. 2. 25. and fo are 
Titus and Timothy, 2 Cor, 8. 22, 23. What then if ſeveral of 
the Ancients ſtiled Philip an Aprftie, how does Mr. P. know, 
that I will vouch for it that he was tut a Deacon, always. 
That he was once a Deacon, and at the ſame time an Evan- 
geliſt, I have Scriprure to vouch for it: But that he was als 
ways fo, I don't pretend ro vouch it. As to Corzelerius Notes 
on the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, Which he refers to for this, 
is it not very plain from thence, that tho' they call Philip an 
Apoſtle, lib. 6. c. 7. as, Cotelerius ſays, many of the Fathers gave 


this Name to Apoſtolical Men, yer do they, nor expreſly call 


him, lib, ult. cap. ult. Philip the Deacon. As to Gregorius Ny/- 
ſenus, who, Mr, P. fays, would not have any one think, that Ste- 


phen, 


( 26 ) 
phen, who certainly was no more than a Deacon, was inferior in 
Honour to the Apoſtles. Does not Wo plainly ſay that 
he - was no more than a Deacon ? 
be the Proto- Martyr for Chriſtianity ; and all that Gregory ſays, 
is that he would not have any Body think the leſs of him, 
for being but a Deacon; for, ſays he, Paul owns himſelf a 
Miniſter of the Myſteries, 1 Cor. 4. I. Now whatever Honour 
he thought him worthy of, yer ſince Gregorius does not pre- 
tend to ſay that Stephen was not inferior in Office to the -A- 
poſtles, “ all this is nothing to the purpoſe, it only ſerves 
ro ſhew Mr. P's Reading; and at the lame time his great 
Diſregard to the Fathers, which all Innovators want to have 
out of the way, that hey may fall foul, as one expreſſes it, 


upon the unguarded Letter of Scripture : ' Accordingly Mr. P. 


adds, So little Streſs is be laid on them, eſpecially when the Caſe 


is plain in Scripture, Now when the Caſe is plain in Scri- 


pture, there is no need to have recourſe to them. But as 


to Presbyterian Ordination, which is the Caſe ar preſent, I am 


perſuaded, that as it cannot be made out without wreſting 


the Scripture, ſo, it being a Queſtion of Fact, the Fathers are 


the moſt proper Judges of it; who can beſt tell whether it 
was ever practiſed in the Primitive Church. But Mr. P. is 


well aware, what the conſtant uninterrupted Practice of the 
Catholick Church hath been as to this: Hinc illæ Lachrymæ. 


T alledg'd, lays Mr. P. this Proof of our Netion, © And cer 
* tainly, if the Apoſtles themſelves were not of ſuch an Or 
« der, as our Modern B ſhops are pretended to be, neither 
* could the Evangeliſts be of it. Now, had Chriſt deſign d 

his Apoſtles ſhould be Officers according to the Epiſcopal 
Scheme, he ought to have appointed each of them to pre- 
ſide over ſome one Church; for tis the ſtanding Maxim of 
that Scheme, . There can be but One Biſhop in One Church : 
Whereas no leſs than Eleven, ro whom preſently after Chriſt's 
Aſcenſion a Twelfth was added, were at firſt conſtituted, 
and for ſome time remain. the Rulers and Goyernors of 


the Church, having all an equal Power and Authority. 
* So that the Apoſtles were evidently in their Ordinary Ca- 


F paciry, Presbyters, that is ſuch kind of Officers, as might 
be more than one in one Church“. Here the Controverſy, 
ſays he, is brought to a ſhort Iſſue, and yet my Anſwerer re- 
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urns not an Anſwer to any part of the Argument, but runs ou 
into a wild Diſcourſe quite foreign to the matter in hand, Now 
'tis à little peculiar to ſuch as aſſume the Power of Miſrepre- 
ſenting, to make, an Anſwerer ſpeak and act as they pleaſe. 
Did I nor plainly prove, that the Ancients Believ'd that Bi- 
ſhops, not Presbyters, were the proper Succeſſors of the Apo- 
ſtles, and therefore 1 made this Anſwer to the firſt part of 
his Argument, Certainly the Apoſtles were of ſuch an Order as 
our Modern Biſhops are d to be; but Evangelifls were 
conſiſtent with any of the Three Orders, p. 22. Now, tho', he 
rakes no Notice of this, it ſhews that I have return'd: ſome- 
thing of an Anſwer to one part of the Argument, tho he was 


f pleaſed to ſay I had not zo, any Part. | 


And as to the next Sentence, Now had Chriſt deſign'd, &c. 
I returnd this Anſwer, Thar the two Orders of Goſpel Mi- 
niſters inſtirured by Chriſt, diſcover, that he defign'd his A- 
piſtles ſhould be Officers according to the Epiſcopal Scheme; ſo 
that the Apoſtles, in their ordinary Capacity, were Biſhops, 


ay the Seventy were Presbyters; For there was a manifeſt 


Imparity between them and the Seventy ; and rhe Apoſtles 
thought themſelves bound to keep it up, by adding a 12th 
to their Number, and appointin! 


to be of the Superior Order of an Apoſtle, or Biſhop in rhe 


Modern Notion, Now, was this, and a great deal more, which 


may be ſeen in my Anſwer, no Anſwer to any part of the Ar- 
gument 2 An Anſwer certainly it was, the Strength of which 


is to be judged by the Reader. But to ſay | ran our, into 


a wild Diſcourſe, quite foreign to the matter in band, argues more 
Prejudice than Diligence. ns 

Bur it ſeems, what I. took to be the moſt trifling, is the 
moſt valuable Part of the Argument, with him. The Twelve 
Apoſtles, for ſome time, remained at Jeruſalem the Rulers and 
Governors of the Church, having all an equal Power and Authority, 
and ſo they were afterwards to the Pay of their Death, the 
Rulers and Governors of the Chu ch; but it does nor follow 
thar therefore they were evidently, in' their ordinary Capacity 
Presbyters : For all Biſhops now are Rulers and Governors of 
the Church, having all an equal Power and Authority; bur the 
Epiſcopal Scheme does not therefore make them Presbyrers : 
For, according to that Scheme, Biſhops are ſuch Officers as are 


more than One in the One Catholick Church, and Presbyrers 


ſuch as are more than One in a particular conſtituted Church, 


under the fixed and peculiar Charge of a Biſhop, their Ruler 
| E 2 and 


; him from one of rhe Seventy | 
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and Governour, For, as 1 then re ly'd : th 6 Apoſtles ks ere 
Rulers and Governours of the Church not only before but af- 


ter their appcinting St. James to be fixed Biſhop of Jeruſalem, 
and to preſide for term of Life: He was the firſt Biſnop of 


the firſt conſtituted Church, according to the Epiſcopal Scheme. þ 
Here then, let the Controverſy be brought to a ſbere Iſſue, I 


am ready to join in it, and to put a ſtop to Mr. P's imagi- 
nary Triumph. 2 2 
And now, fince Mr. P. is ſuch a Writer of Controverſy, that 


ſcarce one Argument of any Adverſary againſt his way of 


thinking, hath ever yet appeared to him good and convincing. 
That his uſual way ( as in Dr. Wells and Dr. Hole's Caſe) is to 
invalidate their Arguments by a vain Surmiſe of their not under- 
{tanding the Controverſy. It mayn't be amiſs ro premiſe; that 
he himſelf does nor, or will not underftand the Scheme which he 
ſo zealouſly rejects. In anſwer to the Ingenious Examiner of 
his Moral and Rational Conduct, p. 42. Def. Part 2d, who tells 
him, that ir doth not appear, nor is it probable, that the Apoſtles 
ever had the Government of the Church of Jeruſalem with equal 
Power, as that was a particular Church, diſtin from the Univerſal. 


_ To this, | es | 
lle queries, 1. Whether the Church of Jeruſalem was not a par- 
ticular Church ? If it was, ſays he, ſure that is enough for my pur- 


poſe ; and we have therein a Platform for the Government of other 
particular Churches, when they came to be formed. Now, what 
Platform muſt this be then, unleſs we have Twelve Officers of a 
ſuperior Office, Power, and Authority, to Seventy Presbyters, 
and Seven Deacons ; for tis plain, by adding a Twelfth to their 
Number, that they were of a diſtinct Office. Beſides, had not 
the ſame Church. when it was but a particular Congregation, 
the fame Officers in it? Does it therefore follow, that we have 
therein a Platform for the Government of other particular Congre- 
gations, when they came to be formed? If this does not follow, 
how can it be enough for his purpoſe, that the firſt Chriſtian 
Church was a particular Church, i. e. one Church. For the 
whole Catholick Church did ſubſiſt in that one particular Church; 
and that Church firſt planted by the Apoſtles in Jeruſalem, is that 


one Church, which was afterwards ſpread over all the World; tor 


when the Apoſtles planted Churches in other Cities, Countries, and 


| Provinces, they did not erect new dijtin independent Churches, but 
only enlarged that one Church of Chriſt, and added new Members to | 


it. (Vid, Findie, of the Def, of Dr. Stillingftcer, p. 24. ) 
Mr. Ps 


Qt») 
Mr. Ps great Miſtake lies here, that he ſeems to have 'no 
true Notion of the One Church of Chrift ; for, as the Learned 
Author of the Vindication, above quoted, obſerves, p. 13. from 
St. Cyprian, The Catholick, Church, though it conſiſts of all par- 
- ## ticular Churches which are contained in it, yet is not a meer ar- 
bitrary Combination and Confederacy of particular Churches, but is 
the Root and Foundation of Unity, and in order of Nature ame- 
cedent to particular Churches, as the Sun is before its Beams, and 
hat i the Root before its Branches, and the Fountain before the Rivers 
of | zhat flow from it. Bur Mr. P. will have the Church of Feru- 
ng. | ſalem to be a particular Church antecedent to the Catholick 
ro Church, . e. he will have it ro be an entire and complete 
er- Church, an Organiz'd Body by ir ſelf, without any Reſpect to 
* Io being the whole Catholick Church. For his 2d Query runs 
e thus, oy 

of Did that Circumſtance, of being the Univerſal Church, make 
ls am Difference in the Caſe of the particular Church of Jerula- 
les lem from other particular Churches * Yes, ſurely, if there be 
val any Difference between the Root and the Branches; for 4 
al. | Church which is one Ly Inſtitution, muſt begin in one, and en- 
large it ſelf by receiving others into the Unity of the ſame Boay, 


irs || which, for the Convenience of Worſhip and Diſcipline, may form 


ir- | themſelves into diſtin, but not ſeparate Church Societies. (Vid. 
er Vindicat. p. 27.) But, ſays Mr. P. What is meant by its be- 
at ing the Univerſal Church, bur this, that there were then no 
2 „ other Churches ſer up? 1 anſwer, that tis very abſurd to 
rs, think that it was the Catholick or Univerſal Church, becaule 
ir of this; for the Catholiciſm of the Church does not conſiſt 


ot merely in its actual Extent, bur in its intrinſicx Nature, which 
n, is always the lame, be there many or few particular Churches 
ve ſet up; for, as the Learned Author of the Vindication above- 
e- menrion'd obſerves, The Church which is now ſpread all the 
V, & World over, is but that One Church ftill which began ar 
in « Feruſalem ; and therefore the Church at Feruſalem, while bur 
Ie « One ſingle Congregation, was the Catholick Church in its 
h; © Root and Fountain, arid Principle of Unity. And whereas 
at Mr. P. adds, Did the planting another Church, in another place, 
Ir make any Alteration in the Caſe of the particular Church of Je- 
1d ruſalem? I anſwer, It made no other Alteration bur this, that 
ut the ſame One Church became thereby more Catholick and 
to Univerſal, with reſpect to its Extent, than it was ar firſt ; Bur 


the Nature of the Church was ſtill the ſame, each particular 
Church char was planted, being a Member of the on = 
„5 a; thohick 
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can have but One Body, 


„„ %% „% 
tholick Church, which can be but One, becauſe Chriſt is bur 
One, and One Chriſt can be but One Head, and One Head 


Bur (3. ) ſays Mr. P. If.this Ariſtocratical Government was fix'd 
in the Church of ſeruſlalem, when it was the Univerſal Church, 


there is the more reaſon to think that the ſame Government was 


to be fix d in all other particular Churches, of which the Uni- 
verſal Church was to be conſtituted, Now there are two very 
great Miſtakes in this one Paragraph; the firſt, that the Go- 
vernment fix d in the Church of Feruſalem when it was the 
Catholick and Univerſal Church, was Ariſtocratical : For the 


Twelve, and all the other Governours of ir, in whom the 


ſupreme Power and Authority was lodg'd, had each of them, 
tho all equal, an inherent Power and Authority, and the Go- 
vernment was in each of them diſtinct, and accordingly they 


kept the Government of the Churches planted by themlelves in 
their own hands, till they thought fit to form them into orga- 


niz d Bodies, with Governours or fixed Biſhops of rheir own 
Appointment, ſuch as T!mothy and Titus, Sc. whereas, in an 


Ariſtecracy, every individual Senator, tho he hath equal Power, 


yet the Government is not in any of thoſe Diſtinct, but in the 

whole Senate. ES : 
The ſecond Error is as great as the firſt ; for unleſs he reſolves 

ro follow Mr, L:b's ſenſeleſs Conceit, how comes he to talk of 


all other particular Churches of which rhe Univerſal Church 
was to be conſtituted; for particular Churches are made by the 


Encreaſe and Propagation of the Catholick Church, not the 
Catholick Church by the Propagation of particular Churches: 
For the Church at that time could not be called Catholickh and 
Univerſal, as it ſignifies the Chriſtian Church diffuſed and 
propagated in all Parts of the World, before it was ſo dif- 
tuſed and propagared ; nor, as he miſtakes ir, becauſe there 


were no other Chu ches ſet up. Bur it was the Catholick Church 


as the Roor and Fountain of Unity, and conſequently the Ca- 
tholick Church conſider'd as ſuch, was in order of Nature ante- 
cedent to particular Churches, For as the Learned Author of the 
Vindication above mentioned expreſſes it, pag. 26. © Chriſt, in 
the Inſtitution of his Church, deſigned bur One Church all 

the World over, which we call the Catholick Church : This 
Catholick Church muſt of neceſſity have a Beginning ſome- 
where, as de facto ir had at Ferufalem ; whereever this Be- 
ginning is, there is the Rot and Fountain of Catholick U- 


Wards 


nity ; becauſe all other Chriſtians and Churches which after- 
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“ wards embrace the Chriſtian Faith, are added to this Church, 
and received into the Unity of this One Body; and it is 
« impoſſible that any Man ſhould be a Chriſtian, or any So- 
© ciety of Men a Chriſtian Church, who are not receiv'd ins 
„to the Unity of this Church, NOT CONSIDERD AS 
« SUCH A FARTICULAR CHURCH, but as the Begin- 
« ning of the CatÞalick Church; and thus all particular Churches 
« are united to one another, and by virtue of this Catholick 
« Union, are One Catholick Church. : 

Now this will clearly diſcoyer, that tis not the Examiner, 
but Mr. P. himſelf, who is miſtaken, in his Notion of the Ca- 
tholick Church, eſpecially when he adds, For the Church of 
Jeruſalem ceaſed to be the Univerſal Church, as ſoon as any Chri- 
ſtian Church was ſet up in any other Place. On the contrary, 
the One Catholick Church which began at Feruſalgmn, became 
more univerſal with regard to its Extent, as ſoon as any Chri- 
Rian Church was ſer up in any other Place; becaule theſe 
Churches were added to this Church, and received into the 
Unity of this One Body. The Catholick Church did once ſub- 
fiſt in one particular Congregation ; and as it did not ceaſe to 
be the Univerſal Church, but was that One Church ſtill, when 
more particular Congregations were ſer up at Feruſalem, ſo it 
did not ceaſe to be the One Catholick and Univerſa] Church 
when it was enlarged into many particular Churches, each of 
which were Members of that One Church, which had its Be: 


ginning at Feruſalem ; all particular Chriſtians, all particular 


Churches were received into the Unity of this Church, not con- 
Gder'd as One particular Church, which is Mr. P's great Mi- 
ſtake, but as the Beginning of the Catholick Church. For, the 
moſt common Reaſon aſſigned, both by Ancient and Modern Dives, 
why the Church is called Catholic and Univerſal, is, not b: cauſe it 
is an univerſal Notion, made by a mental Al ſtraction from Particu- 
lars, but b:cauſe it diffuſes it ſelf all the Morid over, and propagates 
it ſelf into all Parts, without Diviſion or Multiplication into new di- 
fin Churches, but continuing one and the ſame Church frem the be- 
ginning, fills the World with Chriſtians living in this one Communion 
and Society. (Vid. Vindic, of the Def. of Dr. Stiilingfleer, p. 19.) 
As to the Church which was planted at Samaria, before the 
Apoſtles left their Reſidence ar Jeruſalem, 1 am at a loſs ro know 
What Service this Inſtance can do Mr, P. Here were Chri- 
ſtians, by the Miniſtry of Philip the Deacon, added fo the 
Church, and received into the Unity of that One Body of which 
the Apoſtles were Rulers. For as yer the Church planted at 
/ YO... + e Samaria 
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Samaria was no particular Organiz'd Church, confider'd as affl t 
Diſtinct Member of the One Catholick Church: And Mr. P.! - 
may perſuade himſelf, that tis granted the Apoſtles continued theſh / 
Rulers cf that Church as our Lord left them, not only while |] 
they remain'd together in it, but alſo while they lived at a Di: 


ſtance in it. For they were the Rulers, rho* not the only Rulers 
of the One Catholick Church ro the Day of their Death, 
Let him try, ſays Mr. P. if he can aſſign the leaſt Probabi- 
 lity of their ſettling St. James the Biſhop or Prefident cf Jeru- 
ſalem before they reſolved to diſperſe themſelves thro the World. 
Now I think 1 have already, from Scripture, demonſtrared the 
Probability of this, p. 14. to which J refer the Reader, and ſhall 
only add what the Learned Biſhop of Oxford obſerves ( p. 90, 
chap. 3. Diſc, of Church Government.) Tho* the Scriptures ds 
not expreſly, mention his (1. e. St. Fames s ) Promotion, they give us 
many Proofs of his being the Head of the Church «of Jeruſalem, 
after the Apoſilzs began to leave that Place. It is remarkable, 
FE | ſays he, that when in the firſt Five Chapters f the ACTS, 
{HA Perer is conſtantly ſpoken of as the chief Apoſile, and the prin- 
Ihe! cipal Perſon in the Church F Jeruſalem, there is nothing after 
that ſaid of him, which implies that Character; and from the 
[8 12th Chapter of that Book, which is the firſt place wherein James 
„ is mentioned with any Character Diſtinction, he is conſt antiy 
* deſcribed, as the chief Perſon at Jeruſalem, even when Peter was 
reſent. | 
: But notwithſtanding of all this, Mr. P. makes this Reply to 
|: the Learned Examiner, when he tells him, Fe find the Church 
[i | of Jeruſalem ſ on had its fingle Biſhop, according to ſuch Accounts 
13 as are well worthy our Acceptation, © For my own part, ſays 
* „Mr. Þ I abſolutely deny ( he will bear with my Conduct) 
i „ that the Church of Feru/alem had any otherwiſe a ſingle Bi- 
*« ſhop, after the ſpreading of Chriſtianity, than it always had 
„ from the firſt Foundation. Now, whatever his prejudiced 
5 Ad mirers may do, I am ſure no impartial Reader can bear 
11 * with the Conduct of a Writer, who abſolutely denies a Fact, that's. 
bit not only agreeable to Scripture, bur teſtified by the univerſal 
1 2 Conſent of the Ancients, who all affirm, that the Church of 
148 Feruſalem was under the particular Care and Government of 
Sr. Femes, as the fixed Biſhop of the ſame, | 
St. Peter, ſays Mr. P. by our Lord's Inſtitution, was as much 
ebe Biſhop if Jeruſalem before the ſpreadins of Chriſtianity, as 
St. James was afterwards, No doubt he was as much the Bi- 
ſhop of rhe One Catholick Church which began ar ron, 
$4 e e 2 
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before and after the ſpreading of Chriftianity, as St. Fames was 
afterwards, But that he was as much the fixed Biſhop'of Feru- 
ſalem, when the One Catholick Church ſpread out into more 
Branches, is flying in the face of unexceptionable Evidence, and 
denying a manifeſt Truth, | 1 80 5 — 757 

Bur I ſee the Cauſe of this Miſtaxe; he takes the particular 
Church at Jeruſalem, which was the Beginning of the Catholick 


Church in irs Root and Fountain, to be from the Beginning a 


diſtinct Member and conſtiruted Part of the One Catholick 
Church ; nor confidering, thar this is nor only to make a par- 
ticular Church antecedent to the Catholick Church, which is as 
ablurd as ro make Branches before the Roor, or Rivers before 
the Fountain; but it is a milreprefeniing of the Difference be- 
tween the Church at its firſt planting, and afterwards ; which 
Difference, ſays the Learned Author of the Vindication, p. 21 3s 
like the Difference between a Child new born, and when he is come 
to his Full Gremth and Stature; be is the ſame Pei fon ſlill, but en- 
creaſed in all Parts, without dividing oe Member from another, or 
multiplying it ſef INTO MORE BODIES. Bur Mr. P. 
will have every particular Church ro be a new Bec, like to, 
bur diſtinct in all reſpects from, the fiiſt; which is making Chriſt 
to have more than One Church and One Boy. | 2 

And now I muſt beg the Learned Examiver's pardon for break- 
ing in upon his Province, I thought my lelf obliged to take no- 
tice of Mr. P's Queries, to prevent, as he lays, abundance of vain 
Fangling, and to ler the World lee how perrinently the Complt- 
ment he makes to Dr. Hes might be return'd, and Mio, lays 
Mr. P. I will be now free to ſay, did not underſtand our Contro- 


wverſy ; wherein T give the late B ſhop of Sarum's Fudgmint, For 


not only the late Biſhop of Sarwmn's Judgment, but the Judgment 


of all the Biſhops, except ONE, that ever dipt into this Contro- 


verſy, may be brought againſt his way of thinking; for he is ei- 
ther a Stranger to, or conceals his Knowicdpe of this Point. And 
now having made my way clear, I come to encounter his mighty 

Demonſtration, | 
The Reader will excuſe me, ſays he, if I put the Argument 
into form, that I may force him, if he wonld ſpeak to the pur- 
poſe, to tell what he Dinies, and what he Grants, Now, the 
weakeſt Syllogiſm that is, and I think there can be few weaker 
than what follows, will do as much, if any Man reſolves to 
anſwer Categorically. The Syllogiſm is this, Toe Officers who 
might bs more than ene in one ſingle Church, were not Biſhops | 
but Preebyters, The Apoſtles were Officers wiv might be _ 
than 


% 


* 


(34) 
than one in one ſingle Church ; Therefore the Apoſtles were not 
Biſhops but Presbyters. In Anſwer to which, ONES 
. - Firſt then, I deny the Major; For as he repreſents it, tis 
not the ſtanding Maxim of the Epiſcopal Scheme. For as thote 
Officers, who might be more than One in One fingle Church, 
were nor Biſhops; ſo neither were they all Presbyters ; becauſe, 
according to the Epiſcopal Scheme, Deacons alſo were ſack 
Officers as might be more than One in One ſingle Church. An- 
other great Miſtake in the Major is this, that he does not conſi- 
der. that according to the ſtanding Maxim of the Epiſcopal Scheme, 
thoſe Officers only' who' took upon them the fixed and peculiar 
Charge of One fingle conſtirured Church in which they were 
ro preſide for term of Life, were Biſhops not Presbyters, and 
were no more than One. But, if in this Senſe he underſtands 
Officers in his Majo; then, granting the Major, 1 deny the 
Minor: For tis abſolutely falſe, that the Twelve Apoſtles were 
Officers of the One tingle Church of Jeruſalem in this Senſe. 
The Minor only needs Proof, ſays Mr. P. and is thus prov- 
ed: Thoſe Officers who might be more than One in the ſingle 
Church of Jeruſalem, might be more than One in One ſingle Church. 
The A poſtles were Officers who might be more than One in the 
Church of Jeruſalem ; therefore the Apoſtles were Officers who might 
he more than One in One ſingle Church. IT deny the Minor; 
For rhe Apoſtles were not ſuch Officers as might be more than 
One to rule and prefide for term of Lite in the fingle Church 
of Feruſalem, conſider'd as a diſtinct Member of the One Ca- 
tholick Church; they reſided in Feruſalem as Rulers and Gover- 
nours of the Ho) Catholic“ Church, not fixed Governours of the 
ſingle conſtituted Church of Fery/alem, the Care and Govern- 
ment of which, when it was Organiz'd, they committed to 
St. James, and before that, there was not One ſingle conſti- 
tuted Church, in the whole Catholick Church, for them to 
be in. For particular Churches, as one obſerves, are made 
the Encreaſe and Propagation of the Catholick Church, not the 
Catholich Church by the Propagation of particular Churebes. 
And therefore, as to the Reaſon of his Major, I grant that 
the Church, of Feruſalem was Qype fingle Church after it was 
Organiz'd. But I deny that the Apoſtles were fixed Officers 
in the One fingle conſticured Church of Feruſalem. And as to 
the Reaſons of his Minor, IL. Grant that there were actually 
Twelve Apoſtles reſiding ar Feruſalem as Rulers and Gover= 
nours of rhe Catholick Church; bur I Deny chat they were 
kxed Officers of the One ſingle conſticured. Church of Hoa 
1 8 : . mT | 2 25 VV alem 


4 % 
14 


(35). 


ſdlem; 1 Grant thar the One fingle Church of Jeruſalem whi 


the firſt conſtituted Church, and as ſuch, the firſt diſtin Mem- 
ber, and part of the One Catholick Church which began at Feru- 
ſalem ; bar I deny that ir was conſtituted ſuch immediately by our 
Lord himſelf, The Extent of the Apoſtles Commiſion ſhews us 
plainly, that they were not to be fixed Officers of the One fingle 
Church of, Jeruſalem. Our Saviour laid a Foundation for the 
Ute Church - Officers; and the Apoſtles, when they ga- 
ther'd Churches, and thought fir to keep the Government no lon- 
ger in their own Hands, formed them into conſtituted Churches, 
after the Model and Pattern of the firſt conſtituted Church of 76e 
ruſalem, which I grant to be certainly the beſt, as it was the firſt 
Chriſtian Conſtituted Church, „ a 

But the One Catholick Church is the ſame now as it was 
before this One ſingle Church of Jeruſalem was conſtituted, 
only with this Difference, That the Apoſtles, that is, all the 
Biſhops and Rulers of the Church reſided then at one Place, 
and governd the Church jointly : But now the Biſhops live 
ſingly at a Diſtance, yet they have all the ſame Relation to 
the Whole Church; becauſe there is but One Epiſcepacy in the 


Poole Church, part of which is committed in full Power to every 


. W 

This, ſays Mr. P. brings the Controverſy into a narrow Com- 
paſs, and will prevent * of vain Fanpling. I wiſh it 
would, for then I ſhould be in hopes ro ſee him ſoon ferret- 
ed our of all his Retreats, and the very Foundations of his 
Caule rooted up. For his fine Argument will equally ſerve 
to prove the Three Hundred and Eighteen Biſhops of the firſt 
General Council, ſuppoſing it to have held Eighteen Years, 
to have been bur Presbyters, not Biſhops; it being certain, 
that thoſe Rulers were all of them Officers of the ſame One 
Church, and had the ſame Relation to the Church of Nice, 
that the Apoſtles. had ro the One fingle Church of Feruſalem; 


and therefore, Thoſe Officers who might be more than One in 


One ſingle Church were not Biſhops: but Presbyters. The Fathers 
of the RG General Countil were ſuch; Ergo, 
4. T uſe the Term Biſhops and Presbyters, according to the Epiſcopal 
* Dialett. The Major, in my Argument, is the ſtanding Maxim of 
« their Scheme; and ſo | take it for granted. The Minor only 
* needs Proof, and is thus proved: Thoſe Officers wlo migli be 
© more than One in the Church of Nice, might be more than One 
jn One ſingle Church. The Fatbers of the firſt General Council, 
„pere Officers who mig: be more than One in the Church of 
7 | F 2 « Nice ; 
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the Concluſions of his 


636) 
Nice; Therefore the Fathers of the firſt General Council were 
'© Officers who might be more than One in One ſingle Church, 


. « The reaſon of the Major is plain, viz. That the Church of 


« Nice was One fingle Church ; and the realon of the Minor 


& js as plain, viz. That there were actually Three Hundred - 
« and Eighteen Fathers, or ar leait near Three Hundred in 


« the Church of Nice. I have turned it in my Thoughts 
« often, and have ſet my ſelf ro deviſe what Reply could be 


« made to it; and I mutt profeſs, I always found my ſelf as 


© much at a loſs for any as this Writer is. 

IT have not mention d this, lays Mr. P. ſo much for the ſake 
of my Anſwerer, win, J jee, has nothing to ſay to it, as for 
ether Learned Men of the Party, from whom I ſhould be glad 
if he would procure me an Anſwer to the purpoſe. Now if he will 
be piealed to accept of the Anſwer I think it deſerves, it is 


at his ſervice: JI am not much concern d whether he will be 


glad of it or no. I ſaw the Flaws of his Argument at firſt 

reading, and therefore wanted not the Help of any Learned 

Friend to do Juſtice to ir. | 1 
As for whai he adds, that he bad turn d it in his own 


Thoughts often, an! j:t bimfeif to deviſe what Reply could be 


made to it, and mij! profeſs, ſays he, I always found my ſeif as 
much at a loſs for any as this Writer is; 1t only ſhews his 
Over Fondneſs for it, eſpecially when he concludes, I am much 


miſtalen if ſome of Euclid s Propoſitions are more clearly de- 


monſtrated For, as the 


iter was at no loſs for an Anſwer 
to it, ſo "ris ſo far from 


oming up to a Demonſtration, that 
yllogiſms ſeem to ſcorn any Acquain— 
rance with their Premiſes, which is no great ſign of their ha- 
ving an Air of Marhemaricks. 

Bur to proceed. I think, ſays he, My Reaſons are as ſtrong, 
at leaſt, againſt Timothy being at Epheſus, when the ſecond 
Epiſtle was wrote to him, as any can be alledg d for it. That 
Oneſiphorus was an Epheſian is mot proved, or that Priſcilla 
and Aquila, tho' they ſtaid ſome time at Epheſus, after they were 


driven frem Rome, fixed their Reſidence there, is but a Pro- 


bability, and ſo muſt be weigh'd with probable Evidences on 


the other ſide. Now if his Reaſons had been as ſtrong as he 


ſuppoſes them, yet they are nothing to the purpoſe; for what, 
as I told him, if Timothy was abſent at this time, it does not 
therefore follow that the Right of Ordination belong'd to the 
Epbeſian Presbyters, ſince his Abſence did not neceſſarily diſ- 
ſolye his Relation to them. But this he has nothing to ſay 


tO, 


. 


Ca, 

o, nor to pag. 24, 25. where I charge him with giving up 
Ruling Elders, and conſequently the Divire Righe of Presby- 
ery. But as to Onreſiphcrus, it may as eaſily be proved, that 
e was an Epheſian, as that Mr. P. is at preſent an Exonian; 
or he had his Hovſhold at Epheſus, 2 Tim. r. 18. And whe- 
her Priſcilla and Aquila fixed their Reſidence there, is not the 
Point, they were then at Epbeſus; for Tmotiy is deſired to 
alute them, and the Houſhold of Oze{iphorus, Chap. 4. 19. 8 
I faid, ſays Mr. P. I never find in the whole New T:jt ment 

any Ordination, which was performed by a ſingle Perſon. He 41. 
Wedges the Ordination of Titus, which is not mention'd there. 

Paul cails him Son, and ſ be does Timothy; and therefore the 
Ordination of the Latter may determine the Nature of the For- 
mer. Let it then; For tho it be plainly implyed, Chap. x. 5. 
that the Ordination of Titus was performed by St. Paul . 
yer I will ſtand to that Determination. 85 5 

Tis not certain, ſays Mr. P. the Apoſtie had a hand in Ti- 
mothy's Ordination; becauſe, 2 Tim. 1. 6. he may ſpeak of Giv- 
ing the Holy Ghoſt, which was never done by any but the Apo- 


les, except Ananias, by a ſpecial Command: And the Hoh 


hoſt was ſometimes Given before Ordination, as appears by the 
Seven Deacons, Now I hope to make it appear, that tis 
moſt certain, the Apoſtle had a hand in Timo:/ys Ordinarion, 
Mr. P. being the fingle Perſon, for what I know, that ever 
doubred ir. I am ſure Calvin, on the Place, makes no doubt 
of it, and all the ancient Commentators aſſert it; the thing 
ir ſelf being clear from Scriprure. For granting it to be 
the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, 2 Tim. 1. 6. yet it was con- 
ferr d upon Timothy at his Ordination; For the Chariſma, or 
Spiritual Gift, ſays Dr, V/hitby, here mention d (viz. 1 Tim 4.14) 
is expreſly ſaid to be Given by the laying on of the Hands of 
St. Paul, 2 Tim. x. 6. The Presbytery alſo laid their Hands up- 
on him; but the yaegioue, cr Gift here mentioned being that of 
the Holy Ghoſt, was uſually c:nferr'd by the laying on of the 
Hands of an Apoſtle, Being then that it is the ſame Gift 
in both Places, being ir was conferr'd ar his Ordination, be- 
ing that St. Paul was the fingle Perſon who conterr'd it, there— 
fore tis moſt certain, the Aprſile had a band in Timothy Or» 
dination, Q. E. D. | | 
And that Mr. P. may find another Inſtance of an Ordina- 


tion, which was perform by a ſingle Perſon, where Twelve 


were Ordain'd at the ſame time, 1 alledge the Ordination of 
the Diſciples ar Epheſus, upon whom St, Paul laid his Hands, 
| . 


_ 40, 19. 6. Obſerve, ſays Dr. Whithy, that after the Impoſition ¶ th 
1 of the Apoſtles Hands, theſe Men ſpalle with Tongues, and pro- a 
pheſied, receiving the ſame Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt , which the 
Apoſtles and others had rereived to fit them for the Miniſtry which 
was: then ' Fentrully performed by ſuch Gifted Men commiſſionated g 
for that Wark. by 'the Holy Ghoſt thus falling on them ; whence 
we find . theſe: Prophets and Teachers. miniſtring to the Lord in 
| their Aſſemblies, Acts 13: And'Beze on the place makes nor || © 
the leaſt doubt of this Ordination; for theſe' are his Words, . 
Celeberrima tandem illic ronſtituta Eceleſia hui autem Ec- || © 
cleſiæ Primitiæ fuerunt iſti 12. Prophetico Spiritu donati, ac pro» A 
inde procul dubio /lius Duces ac Gubernatores conſtituti. I 

py But, ſays Mr. P. tho this Writer ſays St. Paul had the only 
i hand in his Ordinatidn, he is forced aftermards' to abate of bis J 
; Confidence. For, after he has, to ſolve 4 Difficulty and ſecure E- In 
piſcopacy, wreſted the Apoſtles Words, he pleads that the Preiby ; 

ic tery if it relates to Officers, muſt ſignify - Apoſtles or: Biſhops, I 
1 did plead ſo, and 'tis begging the thing in queſtion to ſay - 
| 
] 
| 


r they were ſimple Presbyters. But wherein Jam. forced to a- 
N bate of my Confidence, or have wreſted the Words, I am þ 
yer to learn; the Accuſer knows, I have given only the Senſe o 
the ancient Commentators, tho' he is pleaſed to call it my Wre- 
Ring; and 'tis certain, St. Paul had the only hand, as he him- 
ſelf tells us in conveying the Character; ſuppoſing all the reſt to 
be Presbyrers ; and if the Word eu Cv7recoy relates to the Office, 
as the Ancient Fathers and Calvin affirm, wherein have I wreſted 
the Words? I endeavoured,. indeed, to keep Diſſenters from wre- 
ſiting them, by ſnewing, that they might not only be taken in 
another ſenſe, but that according to the ſenſe in which Diſſenters 
take them, they are not ſerviceable to their Cauſe, there being no 
Difficulty in allowing them as they are render d; they being 
5 3 Inſtance of an Epiſcopal Ordination in the ſtricteſt 
nſe. F | 
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But, (ays Mr. P. I don't wonder that he will treat a particu- 
lar Text as he dies, ſince for the ſame Reaſon he ſinks the Re- 
putation of the very Canon of Scripture, dee p. 3. I have ob- 
ſerved other Inſtances of ſuch a Condntt in Men of that Party. 
Now let him obſerve what he pleaſes, if his Obſervarions be 
no better grounded than what he ſays of me, they are all 
very falſe, In pag. 3. I affirm, thar we have the ſame Evi- 
dence that Epiſcopacy (i. e. Biſhops as diſtinct from and ſupe- 
rior to Presbyters) was the Government of the Primitive 
Church, in the pureſt Ages of Chriſtianity, that we have 2 
the 


639) 
ion the Canon of Scripture. This I affirm to be true; but 
pro- || cant ſee how, for rhe ſame Reaſon, I fink the Reputation 
the very Canon of Scripture, For, as the Biſhop of Bangor 
obſerves, Def. Epiſc. Ordin. p. 13. That this ought to be ac- 


ted. counted ſufſſicient Evidence by our Brethren in this Caſe, 
nce | © is plain, from their receiving the ſame Teſtimonies in ano- 
in | © ther moſt important Point, which is not and could not be 


nor plainly ſertled in the Scriptures themſelves, For 'tis upon 
ds, | © the Teſtimonies of Ancient Writers in all Ages, that both 
Ec- | they as well as we believe the Books of the New Tefta- 
pro» ment to have been extant from the Apoſtles Days, and to 
 : (| © have been written by the Apottles, or by Perſons approved 
ly || ©. of by them.“ Now fince we have the Teſtimonies ot thole = 
his | ſame Ancient Writers for the Government of the Church, 
B. | mayn't the ſame be called the ſame without finking the Re- 
bye ee of the very Canon of Scripture 2 Upon Examination, 
| 1 believe it will be found, that thoſe Inſtances of Diſregard 
ſay to the Ancient Writers, ſo commonly obſerv'd in Mr. P. and 
a» his Party, have had a fatal Tendency ro raiſe up Libertines 
am þ to fink che Reputation of the very Canon of Scripture, and to 
0 plague the World with new invented Principles. Mr. P. gives 
re- || us a Specimen of this Def. 2d Part, p. 94. for there he freely 
m- | owns, that perhaps his Notions fall in wich no one Party entire 
to | (5. And is nor this pretty aſſuming, thar a Man will adven- 
ce, ture to advance. a Notion, as to Church Government, which 
ed falls in with no one Denomination of Chriſtians entirely? 
re: I cited, ſays Mr. P. Matth. 16. 19. 70 ſhew that ſuch things 
in 4 belong d to ſeveral in common, wire ſometimes ſpilen of as 
ers peculiarly belonging to one; and that therefore the Directions gi- 
no | ver to Timothy and Titus, will not prove they were to att a- 
ng bene, and that tis as conſiſtent they were to have others to join 
eſt | with them, as twas that Peter was to have others join with 
| im in Receiving the Keys, and the Power of binding and looj- 
eu- ing. This is eaſy and plain; but he does not jay a Word to 
Ne- wean the Force of my Reaſoning. For as to his Obſervations that 
be Peter was the only Perſon to whom our Lord could ſay, Trou ait 
ty. Peter, and that the reſt were not Sons of Jona, however learned 
be | they may ſeem, they are nothing to our preſent purpoſe, What an 
all | unbecoming Part does Mr. F. act here? Did I not ſay a Word 
vi- | 10 weaken the Force of his Reaſoning * What could weaken it 
e- more than to prove that the Caſe was not parallel? That This 
ve was ſpoken as peculiarly belonging to Peter, and that it had 
ov || never belonged to the other Apoſtles in common, if they had 
he dot received the lame Commiſſion afterwards, Marth, 19. 18. 
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that Peter was the Perſon ſpoken to, and that He, and not 


ceiving the Keys; for where are the Things ſpoken of, as pecu- 


(49) 
and whatever he may ſuppoſe of our Lord's ſaying, Thou art 
Peter, and bi:ſſed art thou Simon Bar Jona, it plainly ſhews, 


looſing at this time. But as to Timothy's Caſe, I deny that ll 
as conſiſtent he was to have the Epheſian Presbyters to join 
with him, as Peter was to have others join'd with him in re— 


the reſt, receiv'd the Keys, and the Power of binding and 


harly belonging ro TMů9] , intimated, as belonging to the Pres- 
byters of EH Did I not challenge Mr. P. and all his Bre. 
rhren, to produce the ext. But this he knew he had nothing 
to ſay to, and ſo he pals d it over, as nothing to our preſent pur. 
poſe. But what if ſuch things as belonged to ſeveral in com. 
mon, are ſometimes ſpoken of as belonging to one; does it 
therefore follow, that the Directions given to Timothy and Titus 
belong d to the Presbyters of Epheſus and Crete, without pro- 
ducing the leaſt Proof that theſe Directions ever belonged to 
them in common? Tis altogerher as reaſonable to ſay, that the 
Presbyters were to join with Timotiy in bringing the Parch- 
ments, as in the ſame Commit Thou. | = 
So that the thing is not ſo eaſy and plain as he imagins, a 

cording to his ſenſe of it. The thing, indeed, is very plain and 


_ ealy, according to the literal and grammarical Senle of the 
Words; it being as plain and ealy as Words can make it, that 


the Directions given to Timothy and Titus prove that they were 
to act alone in the Affair of Ordination. But this is nothing 
to Mr. P's purpoſe, but very much to the contrary ; and there- 


fore twas, in my Opinion, but a poor Refuge to aſſert, that I 


did not ſay a Mord to weaken the Fo ce of his Reaſoning. 

There is nothing elſe, ſays he, that a tommon Reader will not 
he able to ſee thre ; Let them, for twas deſignd for them to 
ice thro'; I am perſuaded they will fee a great deal that he 
hath nothing to ſay to; and withal let them judge, ſince Mr. P. 
thought an Anſwer adviſeable, Whether this which he has pub- 
liſh'd be tolerab.c. | | - | | 

The Gentleman, - ſays he, betrays his Genius by applauding 4a 
IV riter, wh m the moſt ſenſible of his own Party contemn 5 who, 
indeed, has diſgraced every Controverſy he has pretended to write 
in, and who, 1 will be free now to ſay, did not underſtand our 
Controverſy, wherein I give the late Biſhop of Sarum 's Fudgment, 
who declar'd it to ene of his own Clizrpy, from whom I had it. 
Now the Gentleman apprehends, that without proſtituting his 
Genius, he cannot take up with Mr. P's Realon tor this, it 
being to like waar N. E. declared to Mr, Fago, and he being 
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Well aſſured that ſome of the moſt ſenſible, were fo far from 
-contemning that Writer, that they have applauded the Perfor- 
mance, as being full of Learning and Reaſon. The Work be- 
ſpeaks its own Worth, let others ſay what they pleaſe of it; 
and whatever Streſs Mr. P. may lay upon the Clergyman's 
Story, the impartial Part of the World will rake their Mea- 
ſures from the Merirs of the Work, not the Opinion that any 
Body has of the Writer, who has made it appear, that he un- 
derſtands the Controverſy too well for ſome, and that, I ſup- 
poſe, is his Crime. As to his diſgraciug every Controverſy, I 
ſhall only obſerve with the Learned Doctor, that this is 4 live- 
ly Specimen of Mr, P's Deſpiſing Faculty, which with the Air he 
gives himſelf, Def. p. 31. That HE is ſometimes tempted to go 
by the Rule, which the late Excellent Biſhop Burnet is ſaid to 
have otſerved in Fudging of the Clergy, ſhews that the Doctor 
did not miſtake his Man. i 0 

Bur ſays Mr. P. If this Writer has ſuch an Apprehenſion, les 
him try how he can anſwer the Parallel in my Eighth Letter ; 
or, ſince I have always writ upon the ſame Fr ke, let him try 


$ to pick out of that Gentleman's Writings an Anſwer to the De- 


monſtration I have now given of my Opinion. As to his pre- 
tended Demonſtration, if 1 am not much miſtaken, I have 
ſh&wn how little it deſerves the Name; I can pick enough 
out of the Summary View, to convince me of his Miſtakes. 
His Eighth Letter, ir ſeems, goes a begging for an Anſwer ; 
and fince it hath not for many Years been thought worthy 
of more than the Cenſura Temporum gives it, p. 42. N. 2. [ 
ſhall not be ſingular. Let him try how be can anſwer the Re- 
marks made on his Eighth Letter in the Cenſura, and eſpe- 
cially the Queries about Valentinus's Horus, There are two 
Learned Perſons with whom Mr. P. has to do, on the Sub- 
ject of Or dination, the Learned and ſudicious Dr, Hole, and 
the Ingenious and Modeſt Examiner of bis Rational and Mo- 
ral Conduct, which will bring Work enough upon his hands, 
before he makes good the Title of his Sermon, Prezbyterian 
Ordination prov d Regular ; ſo that he need not call for more 
till that is ended“ 5 . | 
His concluding Paragraph runs, with an Air of mighty 
Superiority, thus, Tho, .by the way, he muſt think of wri- 
ting more -pertinently and conſiſtently, if he expects I ſhall bereaf-_ 
ter take notice of him. Now whether I have writ pertinent- 
Ty or conſiſtently, or whether my Anſwer has loſt any of its 
Force under the Weight of his Defence, muſt be left to the 
| . „% -- Reader's 
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